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ALTHOUGH THE list of Chancery appeals has not as yet been 
dealt with, it cannot be said that suitors have suffered much by 
reason of Court of Appeal No. 2 not having sat. It is, how- 
ever, understoud that next week a court will be formed for the 
purpose of hearing these cases. 





Ir 1s unDERSTOoD that Mr. T. H. Boron has been appointed 
a Chancery Taxing Master, in succession to the late Mr. Davip- 
son. Considering the amount of business in the office, and 
the importance of preventing it from falling into arrear, it is 
to be regretted that so much delay has occurred in filling up 
the office. 





On Tvrspay, the 22nd inst., Mr. Justice Kexewicn will 
begin his fortnight of hearing wimess actions, and will con- 
tinue the same each day until the Ist of February, with the 
exception of Monday, the 27th of January, when he will sit in 
chambers. There is no arrangement at present made for the 
hearing of witness actions after the 2nd of March. 





THE APPOINTMENT of Mr. Mackenzie Dauzret Cuatmers, the 
county court judge for the Birmingham Circuit, as Legal 
Member of the Council of the Governor-General of India, in 
succession to Sir A. E. Mrxter, ap to have caused some 
surprise in Calcutta; but if an English lawyer was to be 
appointed in accordance with previous practice, it would, we 
think, be difficult to make a better selection. Mr. Cuatmsrs is 
not only a man of all-round ability, but is specially qualified 
for the post by his experience in connection with Government 
drafting. 





ConTRARY To what was anticipated, there was on Saturday, 
the first day of the sittings, a very numerous attendance of 
judges at the Royal Courts of Justice. There were reasons 
personal to the judges why a second Court of Appeal was nut 
formed for that day, and those reasons have continued to 
operate every day this week. But on the day in question all 
the judges of the Chancery Division sat to dis of lists of 
matters of more or less im nee ; and in the Queen's Bench 
Division there were four judges sitting in two divisional courts, 
besides Mr. Justice Vavanan WiLLiams and Jom eee sitting 
in as many different courts. In all, twenty-one j \. 
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WE priyt elsewhere a set of Rules of the Supreme Court, a 
draft of which was recently published (ante, p. 96). They relate 
to dispositions by married women and to certain applications 
under the Finance Act, 1894. Applications to dispense with the 
concurrence of a husband in a disposition by a married woman 
are now excepted from the jurisdiction of the masters ; and it is 
directed that such applications under the Fines and Recoveries 
Act (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74) and under Malins’ Act (20 & 21 Vict. 
ce. 57) shall be heard by a judge of the Queen’s Bench Division 
sitting at chambers. Applications under section 14 (2) of the 
Finance Act, 1894, for the apportionment of estate duty between 
different properties are to be made by originating summons in 
the Chancery Division. 


Ir THE EXTENT to which the provisions of an Act of Parlia- 
ment are made available by the persons entitled to relief under 
them is a criterion of the usefulness of the Act, then the Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895, is one of the 
most useful pieces of legislation of recent years. The metro- 
politan police-courts have been inundated with applications 
under that Act ever since the Ist inst., the day on which it came 
into operation ; and we understand that similar applicatiovs in 
the larger provincial towns have also been very numerous. 
There can be little doubt that the Act will be beneficial in pro- 
viding a more effectual remedy than hitherto existed in cases of 
cruelty or desertion. Its main effect is to enable a married 
woman to obtain by a cheap and expeditious method what 
virtually amounts to an order for judicial separation with a 
provision for alimony. In one point the relief given to a wife 
by the Act may, perhaps, be considered to be defective. Apart 
from cases in which relief is sought on the ground that the 
husband has been convicted of an assault upon the wife, or on 
the ground of desertion, the applicant must prove either (1) 
persistent cruelty or (2) wilful neglect to provide reasonable 
maintenance for the wife or her infant children whom the hus- 
band is liable to maintain, and (in either case) that the husband 
has by such cruelty or neglect caused the wife to leave him and 
live separately from him. It seems clear that a wife who, in 
spite of persistent cruelty or wilful neglect to provide mainte- 
nance, lives on with her husband has no right to obtain a separa- 
tion under the Act, unless the cruelty culminates in an assault 
followed by a conviction, or the neglect amounts to desertion. 
There does not seem to be any good reason for denying to a 


woman for whom friendlessness or other circumstances make it | 


impossible for her to leave her husband’s roof the relief to 
which a more independent wife is entitled; and the long- 


suffering are certainly not favourably considered by the Act. | 


Bat the language of section 4 admits of no doubt as to this 
point. 


Turxz was @ delightful case before Mr. Justice Bannes on 
Tuesday last, which, in point of regard for technicality, takes 
us back to the early ages of the law. 


when a jury of his fellow countrymen have found that he is 
dead. Gwoxcr Kicxaxy married in 1454, and disappeared in 
186). His disconsolate spouse went through the ceremony of 
marriage with another man in 1865, and, having petitioned for 
@ judicial separation against her supposed second husband, the 
latter in his tarn petitioned for 4 decree of nullity on the 
ground that icxsnn was living at the time of the supposed 
second marriage. At the trial of the consolidated suits, the 
jury found that Gwoxer Vicxsny was not alive at the date of 
the marriage ceremony in 1465, and a decree was made on the 
wile’s petition for judicial separation. Six months afterwards 
Gum Twnsun wppeared in England, and the supposed 
mA husband thereupon presented « second petition for a 
decrees A wullity, The proceedings at the hearing of this 

itm an be mon fittingly given in the language of 
thas Veyris, t which the case obviously belongs :— 


The question before the | 
ovart was whether 4 man bas any right to be considered living | 


| by the 
| lows, @ 
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to fynde yat s* Rickarp was dedde’ tho’ he was now here jp 
Courte. Ay marry do I, sayth Counsell for ye Respondents, 
Thereupon InpErwickz, of Counsell for ye Petitioner, telleth ay 
anecdote to ye Courte of how a man reputed dedde, insomyg 
as that probate was graunted of his wille, did afterwards appeg, 
to ye consternacion of ye legattees ; and then Counsell for 
Respondente averreth that ye Courte could not reopen ye matty 
after ye decree and ye verdyct of ye jury in ye former cag. 
for that ye Petitioner was estopped thereby. Whereuppm 
after divers evidence taken, Barnes sayeth: How can I getty 
over ye decree of ye Courte and ye verdict of ye jury? 3 
Ye questione of estoppel is a serious one—Wherefor since yy 
parties could not agree, he did adjourn ye case.” 





THREATENED INSTITUTIONS are, we know, proverbially long. 
lived. More than once it has been suggested that the procedur 
| by way of petition in the Chancery Division should be sw 
|away, and we cannot suppose that the revising authority 
| will not have to consider similar suggestions now. For our ow 
| part, we can imagine nothing more disastrous than the abolition 
| of the petition, and we sincerely trust that no such calamity is 
in store for us. We appeal to the experience of practical men 
whether the succinct narrative form of the petition is not the best 
possible method of presenting to the court the facts of a compli- 
cated case. Take, for instance, a case in which there has been 
no order declaring the rights of the parties, and a fund in court, 
exceeding the limit within which application can be made in 
chambers, has to be dealt with. We confess ourselves as alto- 
gether at a loss to conceive how the court can be placed in 
possession of the facts more conveniently than is done bya 
petition. Indeed, the value of this method of procedure is amply 
evidenced by the course which is adopted daily in most, if not 
all, of the chambers of the Chancery judges. The questions 
arising for determination under Ord. 55, r. 3, are so numerous 
that it would be impossible for the judges to grasp the facts and 
deal satisfactorily with the mass of work before them within the 
time at their disposal, were it not that in such cases they require 
statements of facts, giving succinctly the story, with verbatim 
extracts from wills and other documents requiring construction, to 
be submitted to them. What are these statements of facts but 
petitions in another form? Indeed, we are disposed to think that 
on the score of expense it would be found that'in most cases the 
| balance inclines in favour of the petition, and that the cost of 
an originating summons and a subsequent statement of facts is 
greater than that of a petition. Once more, the ‘ petition of 
course,” which is the present mode by which certain ex park 
orders in the Chancery Division are obtained, is probably of 
all methods at once the simplest, the most expeditious, and the 
least expensive. To banish a well-tried friend who has done us 
good service would be at once ungrateful and foolish. We 
know that in certain quarters an impression prevails that all 
practice which can be shown to have prevailed in the days of 
the old Court of Chancery must therefore be condemned as a0 
anachronism. ‘To argue with such prejudices is neither possible 
nor profitable. We are content to take our stand on the sound 
maxim that to change existing practice for the sake of changé, 
| and unless it be shewn conclusively to be needlessly costly or 
_cumbrous, is certain to result in increased expense and delay 
| the suitors of the court, who, and who only, are the persons 
| to be considered. 

To commencta, men in the shipping business, and especially 
to underwriters, the points raised and decided by Maruew, J, 
in the Commercial Court in the case of Mrancis v. Boulton 
(reported ante, p. 145) are of very considerable importance 
The points dealt with by the learned judge in his consid 
judgment were these: when goods which have been dam 

ile insured against may be said to be a 

when a partial loss only; and the principle upo 
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the rice was loaded was sunk and the rice was damaged. 
The damaged rice was afterwards tendered to the owners, 
who refused to accept it. It was then kiln-dried and sold as 
damaged rice for about one-third of its sound value. The 
question was whether this constituted a total loss of the rice or 
8 a. loss only. The question is obviously one of degree, 
it is often difficult to determine on which side of the line, 
whether a total or a partial loss, any given case falls. 
Marnew, J., in the case before us, laid down the distinction that, 
as the goods on their arrival were, though damaged, capable of 
being conditioned and of being sold as of the same species as 
before, the loss was only a partial one; and he distinguished 
the case from Asfur v. Blundell (44 W. R. 130), also decided by 
him—his decision being affirmed by the Court of Appeal—where 
the goods in question, which were dates, had completely lost 
their merchantable character as dates, and were wholly 
incapable of being conditioned and sold as dates. The ques- 
tion is very fully dealt with in the leading case of Rouse v. 
Salvador (3 Bing. N. C. 266), where the essential difference in 
int of principle between a total and a partial loss was fully 
veal with by Lord Asincer, who delivered the considered 
judgment of the Exchequer Chamber. The second question 
raised was upon what principle a partial loss—assuming that 
the loss is only a partial loss—is to be estimated as against the 
underwriter upon a valued policy. In Johnson v. Sheddon (2 
Fast. 581), decided in 1802, the rule was laid down that in cal- 
culating a partial loss the loss is the difference between the 
gross proceeds of the goods when sound and when damaged, and 
not their net proceeds. We have thus to consider what the 
goods would have sold for upon their arrival in their sound con- 
ition, which is called their sound value, and we have to con- 
trast this sound value with what the dama goods have 
actually fetched in the same market, that is, with their damaged 
value; but in estimating this damaged value we are to estimate 
the gross proceeds only, and we are not to take into account the 
costs or charges of conditioning, ifany. The difference between 
the sound value and the damaged value so estimated is the basis 
upon which the partial loss is to be estimated. Ever since the 
case of Johnson v. Sheddon (known as the Brimstone case, as brim- 
stone was the subject-matter insured) this has been the practice 
which average adjusters have invariably followed, and Marnew, 
J, has now decided that the practice of average adjusters in 
this respect is right. He therefore gives approval to the rule 
laid down in Johnson v. Sheddon as to the mode of estimating 
& partial loss, a rule which has been occasionally thought to be 
questionable. The principle upon which the ascertaining of a 
ial loss proceeds is well explained in Arnould on Marine 
ce, pp. 891 et seg. In estimating, therefore, the ial 
loss in the case before us of the damaged rice, the sound value 
af the rice was contrasted with what the rice actually fetched 
after being conditioned, and the cost of conditioning was not 
deducted ; but this difference does not mean what the under- 
Writer has to pay, for to arrive at the sum which the under- 
Writer has to pay —the policy being a valued one—we take the 
difference between the sound and damaged values so estimated, 
and we calculate what percentage of loss this is upon the sound 
valuo; then whatever percentage of loss there is upon the sound 
value we take the same percentage upon the value in the policy, 
and this final result is the partial loss which the assured is 
tatitled to recover from the underwriter. 


A rot, hitherto undecided by the English courts, has been 
dealt with by Srmutne, J., in Lock v. Queensland Investment and 


Zend Mortgage Co. The propriety of paying interest on capital | 


paid up in advance of calls is expressly recognised by clause 7 
a Table A to the Companies Act, 1862, and provision to this 
tad is ordinarily made by companies which have articles of 
‘sociation independent of Table A, but it may plausibly be 
w@gued that such payment of interest can only be made out of 
ts. If it is mado for a year when there are no profits, then 
isa return of oapital to the shareholder, and is opposed to the 
well-settled rule by which such return is forbidden, Sree, 
iven no hint of how he would have decided the question 

the absence of authority. He has found that it was dealt 
wth by the Irish Court of Appoal in 1883, in the case of /yle v. 





Martin (11 L. R. Ir. 371), and that decision he has followed. 
According to the judgment of the court, delivered by Frrz- 
Gipson, L.J., the company is able to make a lawfal contract for 
the payment of interest on the amount paid in advance of 
calls. Consequently the interest becomes a debt due from 
the company to the advancing shareholder, and it must be 
satisfied like any other debt out of the general assets of the 
company. ‘The reasoning is clear, and it is not perhaps easy to 
detect any flaw in it. The money when advanced becomes, 
indeed, part of the capital of the company, and the payment of 
interest upon it is in effect very similar to the payment of 
dividend. But there is the distinction that an t is 
made for the payment of interest, while dividend does not 
become payable in pursuance of any contract. In Re Exchange 
Drapery Co. (38 Ch. D., p. 175) Kay, J., seems to have been 
quite clear that the shareholder could not prove for interest in 
competition with outside creditors; but whether this is correct 
or no, it does not interfere with the right of the shareholder to 
claim his debt against the company when outside creditors are 
not in question. It is not certain, however, that he could not 
compete with creditors. If he made an ordinary advance to the 
company at interest, he could prove as a creditor both for 
principal and interest; and though, after a prepayment of 
capital, he cannot, it is apprehended, require the return of the 
amount prepaid, yet in respect of the interest he is simply a 
creditor. At the same time, it must be admitted that the courts 


| would probably be reluctant to carry the right of the advancing 


shareholder as far as this. 





ORDINARILY a member of a building society is entitled to 
give notice to withdraw the money he has invested in the 
society, and upon the notice maturing he ceases to rank as a 
member of the society. He becomes a creditor, and as such is 
entitled to payment in priority to the members. But this right 
he is entitled to exercise only so long as the building society 
can be treated as a going concern, and the exact time at which 
the option to withdraw ceases to exist has been the subject 
of several decisions, the most recent being the decision 
of VavcHan Wiiuiams, J., in Re The Ambition Investment 
Building Society (44 W.R. 141). In Brownlow v. Russell (8 
App. Cas., p. 254) Lord Sztsorys, C., observed that a winding- 
up order takes away the option which otherwise, if the concern 
had been a going one, would have belonged to each member, 
because it puts a close to the whole concern, and cuts off all 
chance of profit which, if the business had gone on, the mem- 
bers might have had. But it is not necessary that the business 
should be actually stopped by a up order. It is 
inequitable that members should be allowed to withdraw after 
the affairs have got into such a state that the business must 
inevitably stop. In Carrick v. North British Building Society (22 
Sc. L. Rep. 833) it was held that rights of members not 
be al infer se 80 soon as the directors saw that, by reason of 
the heavy losses incurred, the business must come to an end. 
In Re Sunderland Building Society (88 W. R. 509, 4 Q. B.D. 
394) Marnew, J., seems to have somewhat altered this statement 
by saying that the right to withdraw ceased so soon as there was 
a state of things which, fo the deowledge of all concerned, rendered 
liquidation inevitable ; and elsewhere he used the test that it 
had become “notorious” that the society could not meet its 
liabilities, The same view was taken by Noxrs, J., in Dermer’? 
v. Tomson (1894, 1 Ch, 374), but it, of course, makes a great 
difference whether the date in question is to be fixed by the 
mere fact of impending cessation of business—a fact which must 
be known to the officers of the society—or by the members’ 
knowledge of this fact. In point of principle it does not seem 
that the knowledge of the members is material. It is the acteal 
state of the affairs of the society which makes it inequitable for 
one member any longer to gain age over another, and sack 
actual state of affairs may not known outside the manage- 
ment of the society, Henoa, in Ae The Ambition Jneectieeet 
Building Society (sep), Vaconax Wroutams, J. departed from 
the test which seems to have bean astablished by recent cases, 
and held that the right to withdraw ceases so soon as there has 
been either an actual stop of business or a recognition bp 
the officers of the society of the necessity te stop Dasiness, 
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LORD BLACKBURN. 


Lorp Bracksvrn has been unfortunate in the end as in the 
beginning of his career. His sun has set in a haze of obscurity, 
as it rose in a storm of obloquy. The announcement of his 
death in retirement in a distant part of Scotland recalls a 
remarkable figure which, it is difficult to realize, was unknown 
to the bulk of the profession for the last twenty years, since he 


exchanged a seat in the Queen’s Bench for a Lordship of Appeal, 
and ten years later retired altogether. Those whose memory 
does not overreach the gap of twenty years, who were never in 
habitual contact with that vigorous judicial mind, can hardly 
realize the feelings of astonishment with which older men now 
re-read the story of the opposition originally made to his appoint- 
ment. For the crime of selecting a man who proved for seven- 
teen years to be one of the ablest of the judges in a very strong 
court, the Lord Chancellor of the day was attacked, both in 
and out of Parliament, for an outrage on professional feeling, in 
appointing to a judgeship a barrister who had little or no prac- 
tice. Never did professional criticism go more widely astray. 
For Biacxsurn—the reporter and writer of a text-book on sales, 
the rejected stone of successful practitioners—not only held his 
own with ease among a series of judges like Cocksurnn, WicuT- 
man, Cromproy, Hm, Suez, Metior, Lusu, Quai, Arcui- 
BALD, and Freip, but before long earned the reputation of being 
the corner-stone of the court. His burly figure, round bullet 
head, strong face, and broad Scotch accent, backed by clear 
logic and a pertinacious loquacity of questioning, enforced 
attention, not merely from advocates on therack. The brusque- 
ness of his manner and e not only attracted observation 
to himself, but acted as an admirable foil to the polished dignity 
of Cocxsurs, the placid and imperturbahle suavity of Lusu, the 
blank stolidity of Mztior, the shy reserve of AncuipaLp, the 
quick impulsiveness of Quan, and the dry learning of Fret. 

And in matter as well as in manner he was always in the front 
rank. Cocxsvey was, no doubt, pre-eminent in matters of 
constitutional and criminal law, the raison d’ctre of the Court of 
Queen’s Bench; Lvsx in matters of practice and procedure, 
whether civil or criminal ; Arcurpaxp, after Cocksurn, in Crown 
= But in commercial law Biacksurn soon showed 

i to be facile princeps, and had, indeed, no rival until the 
court was joined much later by Fiztv, when Buacxsvurn’s 
ion was too firmly established to be in any way impaired. 
It was he, and he alone, who in commercial matters saved the 
Queen’s Bench for many years from being completely over- 
shadowed by the authority of the Common Pleas. In real 
law he had no superior there, and he was so good an 
all-round lawyer that even in those branches where a colleague 
was ing of a specialist he placed himself without difficulty 
in the place. And so keen and alert was his mind, so 
full of the rapture of the strife, that in almost all cases it was 
he who in the point-to-point race made the running for his stable 
i or (to change the metaphor) after a tem- 
porary check in difficult ground, picked up the scent for 
the pack. n such occasions all the papers and authorities 
im @ case seemed to be drawn, by 2 sort of magnetic attraction, to 
his desk. And behind them he would sit with his wig on the 
back of his head, plunging his short-sighted eyes into one and 
ancther, firing off questions in quick succession at counsel on 
both sides, raising difficulties and objections, and at last, when 
the oy was cleared, handing the conclusive document or book 
to Lord Chief Justice, who meanwhile had often been lean- 
ing back in his chair in amused enjoyment of the scene, but 
- ready to intervene at the psychological moment and bear 
off the honours of 2 point, or to enforce the conclusion in a judg- 
ment of inimitable force and diction. 

It ig no test of the mental activity of such a character to refer 
by name to the causes /I/bres in which he was engaged. They 
Were many ; but such things are more or less matters of accident, 
and it must not be forgotten that duriag all his time in the 
Queen's Bench he sat witha chief who had a special faculty 
for singling out for hisnself, and making « mark in, casos likely 
cause 2 wit in the world. We prefer to take at random a 


$ 


volume there are reports of eight appeals to the acre Cham, 
ber from decisions of the Queen’s Bench, insix of which BLaoxsypy 
had taken part. In all six Buacksurn’s opinion was upheld 
although in two he had differed from his colleagues, in one of 
which he had been overruled by Cocksurn and MEL1or, and jp 
another had only carried the day in a court of two by virtue g 
his seniority to the other judge, Suzr. These six include 

v. Guibert, a leading case on the conflict of laws, in which 
BuacksuRn had delivered the considered judgment of the court; 
Wilson v. Rankin, a leading case on the authority of a master gf 
a ship; 2. v. Winsor, a leading case on the conduct of a criminal 
trial ; Coe v. Wise, an authority on the liability of commissioney 
executing statutory powers for negligence in their performance; 
and Kemp v. Halliday, an authority on constructive total loss ip 
marine insurance. The last named is the case on which Brac. 
BURN and SHEE had differed; and Sir Wimu1am ERLE in de 
livering the short judgment of the Exchequer Chamber, summed 
it up in these words: ‘‘In this decision we have adopted the 


his judgment for a more ample statement of that principle in 
the application of it to this case.” 

If now we turn from appeals from his judgments to his work 

in the court, we find that in Michaelmas Term he was not sitting 
in Banc, no doubt absent at Wisi Prius. For the rest of the 
year his name appears in almost every case. Though his judg. 
ments are often admirably terse, yet he is never silent, never 
simply concurs, never’ is a member of a court the considered 
judgment of which is delivered by any other single judge. On 
the other hand, the cases in which the judgment of the court 
was delivered by Biacxsurn, J., are not infrequent. The latter 
include Swinford vy. Keble, on the right of a municipal cor 
poration to make a rate; Nicholson v. The Bradfield Union, on the 
liability of a corporation to pay for goods though the contrat 
be not under seal; 2. v. Hall, on admissibility of evidence. In 
cases where there is a difference of opinion, he, with one excep. 
tion, carries the majority with him ; and in that one exception, 
as already stated, the Exchequer Chamber adopted his judg- 
ment over that of Cocksurn and Mzttor (Coe v. Wise), 
He is equally at home on questions of pure commercial law 
as the right of a pledgee to repledge (Donald v. Suckling, in 
which, with the aid of Mztior, J., he overruled Suzz, J.) : the 
liability of ened shipowners for the negligence of persons 
on board (Hibbs v. Ross, in which, with the aid of Lvusu, J., he 
overruled Mztior, J.): in the construction of a will of real 
estate, whether a life estate is enlarged into a fee by implication 
from trusts (Lloyd v. Jackson); or of a written warranty of 4 
horse (Chapman v. Gwyther): on the principles of rating of gas 
works (Ze Lec, a leading case): on the validity of an equit- 
able plea (Jeffs v. Day): on the duties of magistrates with 
regard to highways (2. v. Farrer and 2. v. Phillips); orm 
the duties of counsel in the conduct of a case (Strauss ¥, 
Francis, in which his judgment is well worth reading), 
One other case may be specially referred to as evidence of the 
openness of his mind to conviction. In 7urner v. Walker he was 
sitting, according to the old practice now abolished, on a0 
application on the ground of misdirection for a new trial of an 
action which had been tried before himself. In such a position 
j “— have been notoriously sensitive and strenuous in su pe 
of their own rulings. In this case his ruling was upheld by 
the other judges, although he himself had become nearly con- 
vinced that he was wrong. “I had great doubts at the trial,” 
he says, “ and, although my learned Gotha think I was right 
in leaving tho case as I did to the jury, I am rather inclined 
think I was wrong.” And, thou h bis ruling was upheld, he 
insisted on the defendant having leave to appeal further against 
it. Such candour and impartiality alone would be enough # 
ensure his popularity as a judge. 

And this versatility and energy and candour lasted during all 
his time in the (Queen's Bondh, and accompanied him to the 
House of Lords when he was appointed ono of the first Lords of 
Appeal amid the universal satisfaction of the profession, which 
by this time was awake to his merits, His grasp of Scotch and 
colonial and ecclesiastical law was no loss strong, and he was 
concerned in the final decision of many important cases. But s 





tagle volume of the reports, and call attention to the part he 
played during 2 singl« your. Wo take the firat volume of the Law 
Beyports, & B., when he had been six years on the bench, In this! 


lordship of Appeal, though important and dignified, does not 
loom large in the eyes of either the profession or the pub 





principle on which Buacxsurn, J., relied below, and we refer ty § 
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ghich do not attend or come in contact with the court except 
h the Press; where the Lords of A are over- 
shadowed by Chancellors and ex-Chancellors. from 1876 to 


1886 Lord Buiacksurn disappeared from view except to the 
jnitiated, who knew that he alone of the original holders of his 

was fully equal to the burden of the honour. And from 
1986, when he retired, he disappeared altogether into the 
obscurity in which he has recently died, seldom taking part in 
public affairs. But none of his contemporaries has left behind 
a better record of duty honourably performed in evil report and 

report, of an intellect equal to every call of that duty, and 
of energy and industry which never allowed any duty to be per- 
formed in a slovenly or half-hearted fashion. Requiescat in pace. 








THE COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) REPORT. 


We have already (ante, p. 151) shortly noticed the report 
recently issued by the Board of Trade on the winding-up of 
companies during the year 1894. The most interesting part is, 
as usual, the report of Mr. Jonn Smiru, the Inspector-General 
in Companies Liquidation, and the elaboration and care with 
which he sets out the circumstances of the cases coming under 
his observation, and draws his conclusions therefrom, will not 
fail to be appreciated. As to the correctness of his conclusions 
difference of opinion may exist, but all who are interested in the 
amendment of wy law will agree that he has made a 
very valuable contribution to a question of great importance and 
of current interest. 

The statistics of company insolvency shew that during 1894 
winding-up proceedings were commenced in 998 cases. Of these 
884 were voluntary liquidations under the Act of 1862, in- 
duding 51 liquidations subject to supervision, and 114 were 
compulsory liquidations under the Act of 1890. The total is 
dlightly less than in 1893, and the total estimated loss on com- 
panies wound up compulsorily is a little over six million sterling, 
instead of the nine million of the previous year. This diminution 
of loss, which exists also in comparison with the figures in 1892, 
is due to the fact that no such heavy failures occurred as took 

in those years, 1892 being marked by the failure of the 
iberator group of companies, and 1893 by the failure of Aus- 
tralian banks and English trust companies. In 1894 there were 
nine cases of compulsory liquidation in which the total obligations 
to the public, exclusive of vendors’ shares, exceeded £100,000, 
and Mr, Smrru gives a detailed account of each. In connection 
with the Kingston Cotton Mill Co. (Limited) he quotes the opinion 
advanced by the auditor in examination, that it is the duty of the 
directors to keep true accounts, and that it is the duty of the 
auditor merely to check the balance-sheet with the books, not to 
certify that it is a full and true balance-sheet. This mechanical 
view of the functions of an auditor is clearly out of date, but 
the extent to which an auditor can make the audit effectual by 
going behind the book entries is one of the unsolved problems 
afcompany management. The question of audit was prominent, 
too, in the case of the Victoria Steamboat Association (Limited). 
There property was acquired by the promoters for £24,000 in 
cash, and sold to the company for £75,000, of which £25,000 
was to be paid in cash and debentures, and £50,000 in paid-up 
. In the company’s books the property was entered at 
£80,000, the figures being based on its Shes to the company “as 
‘going concern.” As the company never realized any profits as 
& going concern, it is, as Mr. Surrm observes, difficult to under- 
and on what basis its assets were valued at more than three 
times their actual cost. In subsequent years the valuation was 
imereased by adding the cost of repairs to the extent of £75,000, 
vhile only a trifling amount was allowed for depreciation. In 
1891 the auditor made those arrangements for delinn with the 
tat of repairs and with ry oper spe the ground of an adverse 
mport, with the result that he was removed and another firm of 
accountants appointed in his Bay The case, Mr, 
Sern remarks, illustrates the extremely difficult position in 
which auditors are frequently placed who desire to do their duty 
tnacientiously. 
Another caso which may be notiood is that of the Madrid and 
ugal Direct Railway (Limited), The whole nominal share 
@ capital of £625,000, togothor with £326,000 of 4 per cent, 


debentures, was to be issued to the contractors as 
fully — up, although the estimated cost of construction was 
only £350,000. At the same time the compan to offer 
@ portion of the —_ to the public for the benefit of the con- 
tractors, and the directors decided that they would not go to 
allotment unless there was a subscription of £300,000 for prefer- 
ence shares. The actual subscriptions fell short of this amount 
by £190,000, and the balance was made up by applications 
from nominees of the contractors, which, according to the state- 
ment of the directors, were placed before them as bond fide 
applications. Of the shares so allotted a large proportion 
were subsequently forfeited for failure to pay calls, but over 
£43,000 was received and handed to the contractors. The 
practical effect, Mr. Surrn observes, was to procure an allot- 
ment, and the consequent loss of the capital subscribed, by mis- 

resentation. ‘The chief point of public interest,” he adds, 
“suggested by the case appears to be the facility with which 
enactments for requiring a certain proportion of capital to be 
subscribed, as a condition precedent to allotment, are likely to 
be evaded in the absence of some provision imposing criminal 
penalties upon persons who (without proof of actual i 
with others) knowingly procure, or attempt to subscrip- 
tions of shares in bad faith, with the view of Eonsiviog directors 
and inducing them to proceed to allotment.” 

Of the total number of cases ordered to be wound up in 1894, 
one hundred and two were cases of companies with public 
obligations (exclusive of vendors’ shares) under £100,000 each. 
A short summary of the details of these is given in an appendix 
to the report, and the body of the report under this head is 
confined to the discussion of points suggested by the cases. 
With respect to directors’ qualifications, the report says that 
the number of cases appear to be increasing in which directors 
are nominated in the prospectus of a company who have not 
acquired any independent qualification, and who in many cases 
have not acquired a qualification at all, even at the date of liqui- 
dation. Itis admitted that there are cases in which persons with 
special qualifications may fittingly be employed as directors of a 
company without the personal qualification of holding shares. 
But ordinarily, no doubt, it is per that directors should 
themselves have a personal stake in the affairs of the company 
which they manage. Mr. Sura proposes to secure this by 
requiring the directors, before acting as such, to file a declaration 
that, except as otherwise appearing in the articles and 
prospectus of the company, they have acquired and hold the 
shares necessary for qualification in their own right as beneficial 
owners, and have not, except as disclosed, received any gift or 
other consideration for becoming a director of the company. 

Special attention is directed in the report to the creation of 
fictitious capital and the abuse of the issue of debentures. The 
sale of property to a company at a greatly excessive value pro- 
duces no direct loss to any person where the price is paid entirely 
in shares of the company, but the statement of a large sub- 
scribed capital tends to give the company a false credit, and the 
balance-sheets cannot be relied upon to remove the impression 
thus produced on persons trading with the . The 
balance-sheet will probably not give the assets at their actual 
value, and Mr. Surrn points out that the draft Bill of the Board 
of Trade Committee recognizes (clause 28 (2) (¢) ) that the direc- 
tors may state the assets at cost price. The matter is a difficult 
one to deal with. Mr. Surru suggests the necessity for further 
provision so as to secure that in cases where the balance-sheet is 
not based on valuation the assets shall not be stated at any 
larger amount than their real value as known to the directors. 

But the evils resulting from the creation of fictitious capital 
are slight compared with the abuse of the debenture system. 
The share capital, it is pointed out in the report, isa mere Mind, 
which serves to keep up the delusion that the company has sab- 
stantial assets, but the debentures form a prior charge, not only 
on the assets of the company TS Geschon” thee but over all its 
future acquired property. “* If, therefore,” the report continues, 
* tap sasuaee of 0 lanai ital which has no real existence, 
a company can succeed in obtaining on credit, every- 
thing which is so acquired becomes the property of the vendor 
under his debentures unless they are paid off.” Several 
cases aro referred to in illustration of this result, Thus 
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solvent, took a debenture as part of his purchase- a con 
money on a sale to the company, and obtained credit from REVIEWS. ote then ‘ 
unsecured creditors to the extent of £1,300, upon the faith of SUMMARY JURISDICTION (MARRIED WOMEN) - ations COL 
as egggagr agg eg se Ema wien Bee a a Tux SUMMARY JURISDICTION (MARRIED WoMEN) ACT, 1895; ye ¢ 10” ag 
existence. After a few months he ad S ere ye IntTRopucTiIon, Nores, AND INDEX. By 8. G. Lusummg Fa po 
under his debenture, and practically obtained the property free M.A., B.C.L., and Guy LusHineron, Barristers-at-Law. Shay r 6 a8 
from liabilities. In Charles Reynolds §- Co. (Limited) a busi-| gongs: Butterworth & Co. Be eel “ 
ness, stated in the report to have been practically insolvent ’ . a fortune a 
was, with the sanction of the court, formed into a company oa THe NEw MATRIMONIAL CODE, ENTITLED THE SUMMARY Jpg are carefully 


the death of its owner, the executors taking as consideration 
debentures for £20,000 and fully paid shares for £8,000, or 
practically the whole capital. After carrying on the business 
for about two years, and incurring liabilities for some £20,000, 
the vendors re-entered into ion free from these liabilities, 
which will prove a total loss, and with the property correspond- 
ingly improved. The case is dealt with in some detail in 
the appendix, the result being stated as follows: ‘‘ The 
beneficiaries under the will of [the deceased owner] thus 
receive £20,000 free of all costs for a property which they had 
unsuccessfully attempted to sell before forming the company, 
whilst the creditors of the business for about the same amount 
are to receive nothing. The case is a remarkable illus- 
tration of the uses to which the company law may 
be put to practically defraud creditors, and the result can 
searcely have been in the contemplation of the court when it 
sanctioned the arrangement.” 

Until the pending a in Broderip vy. Salomon & Co. 
(43 W. R. 612) has om jade at by the House of 
Lords it is impossible to say how far the principles enun- 
ciated by the Court of Appeal in that case can be relied 
on to meet the evils just referred to. Mr. Swirn suggests 
that principle to be (1) that a formal compliance with the 
provisions of the Companies Acts will not protect a vendor, if it 
can be proved that the object of the formation of the company 
was a device to defraud creditors, and (2) that the formation of 
a company with a fictitious capital, and composed of ‘‘ dummy ” 
shareholders, affords prima facie evidence of such a device. 
Possibly this is the result of the case, though it may be 
questioned whether, if fraud is an essential element, it is 
ee oe to lay down a general rule as to what 

constitute primd facie evidence of fraud. It is to be hoped, 
however, that the House of Lords will dispel the confusion in 
which the Court of Appeal left the question. Here, as in 
several other instances, Mr. Suirn suggests that the only 
effective remedy will be found in the strengthening of the 
eriminal law. 

Other matters with which the report deals are the registration 
of mortgages and of balance-sheets. In the former connection 
Mr. Sucrru discusses the proposal of the Board of Trade Com- 
mittee’s draft Bill y gt or charges (inter alia) for 
securing any issue bentures shall be registered, but not 
charges created in the ordinary course of business. The con- 
struction of this provision, he points out, would raise difficult 
questions as t) what constitutes 2 debenture, and as to 
what charges are to be taken to be created in the ordinary 
course of business. He suggests that the intention of the 
exception would be effected by specifically excluding from 
the requirement of registration charges given by means of 

ve pete -omy A documents in which the property 
represented elivery of the document. With respect 
to eran sera 4 mel sor 


, Mr. Surra argues, in opposition to the view | 
taken by the majority of the Board of Trade Committee, that 


registration ought But he is 
wrong im imagining that the prevalent objection to registration 
is based upon the fear that insolvent companies would thereb 
be to proclaim their insolvency, and so lose their 
chance A obtaining further credit. If this were the only effect 
of registration, there would be little to he said against it; but a 
which is perlectly solvent may have good reasons for 
sstliting 6 the tharcholAers the knowledge of the details of 
ite working. 


in all cases to be insisted on. 
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DICTION (MARRIED WoMEN) Act, 1895; WITH OBSERVAm ure of t 
ON THE Sections, Notes oF DEcIsIONs, AND Forms, : g Hous 


ASHER FoysTER, Solicitor. Meredith, Ray, & Littler, Manchest aa gaming. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Lim.). case law v 
The new Act, under which a married woman can obtain a sepg aseful, but - 
tion and maintenance order in certain cases of cruelty or neglegt simpler sty/e 
her husband, is dealt with in these two little books by very differ 
methods. The plan adopted by Messrs. Lushington is to give in DISTR 


introduction a short account of the scope of the Act, and to 

tate each section very fully and carefully. In fact, if we wer 
find any fault with this very complete work, our objection would “pees 
that the notes are too elaborate and full. The authors have eal This es 
attention to a large number of cases arising under the Divorce 4 spersed with ¢ 
but containing decisions germane to the subject-matter of the pre aa 
Act; for instance, the meanings of ‘‘ desertion” and ‘‘ cruelty” 

fully illustrated by decided cases. An appendix, containing the ta 
of other Acts relating to the matters dealt with by the new stat 
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or referred to in it, and a careful index make this a very useful useful, — ' 
for all who may be engaged in the practice or administration of (gy names sy 
new Act. some + eee 

The main part of Mr. Foyster’s book is occupied with an acvom Local ae 
of the old law as to judicial separation, and the new provisi ee ibs 
introduced by the recent statute, which, in Mr. Foyster’s vi ee On 


“practically amounts to a code for the dissolution of marrig again, fortu 
« mensa et thoro in a summary manner at the suit of the wife only it 18 unto y 
—surely a somewhat exaggerated statement of the effect of the Ay js not mor’ 
Mr. Foyster makes some remarks upon the new Act, but does m 
annotate it: the text is set out without comment. An appendy 
contains some forms for use in proceedings under the Act. The bo 





TS OF 
forms a useful introduction to this branch of the law, but does né i cx 
aim at being a complete commentary upon the new Act. Raditor, T 

August, 1 
PARISH LAW. — 

Suaws’ ParisH Law. By J. F. Arcunoip, Esq., Barrister-# c 
Law. E1cuTH Epirion. By J. THEoporE Dopp, M.A., Barrister The - 
at-Law. Shaw & Sons; Butterworth & Co. Hod ap 3 
A new edition of this useful work was very necessary, although i series is like 
seventh edition was issued little more than three years ago. & my. So fo 
that edition was issued parish law has been to a large extent tra preserving | 
formed by the Local Government Act, 1894. A large portion of t included in 
alterations contained in the new edition is directed to the explam in the intr 
tion of the powers and duties which have been transferred to or c# and if he fi 
upon parish councils and parish meetings by that Act. In a work in a wide 













dealing with so great a mass of statute and common law a detaild reporters. 
discussion of practical difficulties is hardly to be expected ; otherwi tion, which 
we should have been glad if Mr. Dodd could have thrown more ligt under the 
upon some of the obscurities which still surround the Local Gover business. 
ment Act, 1894—for instance, as to its precise effect upon the Burial 

Acts and the other adoptive Acts. But the book contains a greé 

deal of information in 4 small compass, and deals with the parish # 

an ecclesiastical division as well as in its character of a unit of loa PATERSON 


THE SEs 





government. Parish authorities will find in it much that the a 
require to enable them to fulfil their duties ; and where they do a TABLES 
find full information as to any particular subject they will often fist ear 
that the book acts as a finger-post, pointing the way to ofher worl Radited 
of a more special character in which the subject is dealt Cox. 
exhaustively. The subjects of parish charities and allotments have The thi 
received special attention, and the work has been brought thorougiy of the Par 
up to date, the enactments of the past year, so far as they passed are 
parish law, finding their place in the present edition, The index ti 
fairly complete, Wut is susceptible of improvement, t of v 
snnstbiéaiien ws which Mr 
LAW OF GAMBLING, Bay 
Tuy Law ov Gamustane, Cryin any Cuminan. By Wanpv Cole the Volu 
umoy, MLA., and Cyan VY. Hawksvorn, Barristers-at-Law Gardener 
Keeves & Turner. tied Won 
This book ia clearly the outcome of considerable industry, and i eh 
would be valuable even were it nothing more than « collection of on i 
cous upon wagering and gaming which abound in our law reports, 
for, notwithstanding the dearth : ne sce which dy tm con 
whe wth ded recently, the latte | plained of at present, mutters of this character are till frequently A Solo 
bi ey babjout of litigation, The work is divided into a vivil and a By Wat 
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portion; the former portion is far the larger of the two, and com 
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= 
ences with a discussion of the essentials of a wagering contract 


and of the common law as to wagers, games, and gaming. The civil 
ion then ‘‘ traces the development of illegal transactions and 







[EN). ‘gations connected therewith, and subsequently the Act 8 & 9 Vict. 
1895: ¢ 109” [the authors do not seem to be aware of its short title, “‘ The 
Usttgen ie Gaming Act, 1845”, ‘‘introduces the void transactions and the 


obligations arising therefrom.” We have quoted this passage from 





wW. 
Shay the preface as an indication of the obscurity of expression which un- 

fortunately runs through the body of the book. Gaming securities 

RY Ju are carefully dealt with, and there is a useful chapter on the business 

san ( ure of the Stock Exchange. The criminal portion treats of the 

5. Botting House Act and the various offences connected with betting 

Lancheste andgaming. We know of no other recent book in which the statute 
and case law upon this subject has been collected; this work will be 

1 & Sen, M useful, but it would have been more so had the authors adopted a 

neglect simpler style of diction. 

ry d iffe en 

Pre DISTRICT AND PARISH COUNCILLORS’ DIARY. 

Can faz DistRIcT AND ParisH CovNncrILLors’ DIARY AND GUARDIANS’ 

‘woul MANvAL, 1896. Hazell, Watson, & Viney (Limited). 

1AVE calle This publication consists of a diary (two days to a page), inter- 

‘oree Ag .d with a few memoranda as to matters affecting councillors and 

he presay ians. Information is given as to the various officials and 

elty ” ments connected with local government, as to the circuits and 

> the tain assize towns, the county courts, the House of Commons, and other 

Ww stat matters of general interest. This information will, no doubt, be 

eful woe useful, but it is hardly up to date, instances occurring of the 

on of hE names being given of officials who have died some time ago—in 


some cases several years ago. An appendix contains the text of the 
Local Government Act, 1894, in full, and of some of the enactments 
incorporated with it, and also some of the orders and circulars re- 
lating to that Act issued by various Government Departments. Here, 
again, much that is obsolete is interspersed with useful information : 
it is unfortunate that a publication which would otherwise be useful 
isnot more carefully revised. 





THE COMMERCIAL COURT. 


Rerorts OF COMMERCIAL CASES, WITH AN INTRODUCTION EXPLAIN- 
ING THE PROCEDURE ADOPTED IN CHAMBERS AND AT THE TRIAL, 
Editor, THEOBALD MatueEw, Barrister-at-Law. Part I. March- 
August, 1895. Reported by THEOBALD MATHEW and Matcotm 
MACNAGIITEN, Barristers-at-Law. J'imes Office: Butterworth 
& Co. 

The Commercial Court has acquired such a conspicuous place in 
the eyes of the profession and the public that it is natural it should 
have a separate set, of reports to chronicle its doings, but whether the 
series is likely to prove of permanent value we are not prepared to 
say. So far as lawyers are concerned, we imagine all that is worth 
reserving in the judgments of the court can be most conveniently 
included in the current series of reports; but the editor, as he states 
in the introduction, has in view the mercantile community as well, 
and if he finds an audience among this class he will be able to rely 
ona wider circle than ordinarily appreciates the labours of law 
reporters. Not the least valuable part of the issue is the introduc- 
tion, which explains how the Commercial Court has been able to work 
under the existing rules so as to secure dispatch in the conduct of 
business. 





LEGISLATION, 
Parerson’s Practica, Srarures. THe Practical STaturrs or 
THE SESSION 1895 (58 & 59 Vicv.); Wrra Inrropucrions, Norss, 
TABLES OF STATUTES REPRALED AND SupyEcTs ALTERED, Lists oF 
LocAL AND PERSONAL AND PrivatrK Acts, AND A Copious InpRx, 
_— by JAmEs SuTHERLAND Corton, Barrister-at-Law. Horace 
OX, 


The thinness of Mr, Cotton's volume attests the unproductiveness 
of the Parliamentary Session of 1895, and the statutes which were 
passed are not such as to afford much scope for editorial comment or 
oe The only Act of first-rate importance from a public 

t of view was the Factory and Workshop Act, the provisions of 
which Mr. Cotton concisely sums up in the introduction. The Act has 
also been carefully annotated throughout. Useful guidance is 
afforded, too, by the introductions and notes to other Acts, such as 
the Volunteer Act, the Mortgagees’ Legal Costs Act, the Market 
Gardeners’ Compensation Act, and the Summary Jurisdiction (Mar- 
ted Women) Act, The volume contains the tables of reference which 
form a feature of the series, and it prosonts the legislation of the 
Session in a very convenient shape. 
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BOOKS RECEIVED, 


By RicHarpD Watson, L.L.B.(Lond.), Barrister-at-Law. .Stevens & 
Sons (Limited). 

The Law of Compensation: being a Collection of the Public General 
Acts relating to Compulsory Purchase of and Interference with 
Land. With Notes of all the Cases thereon, and an Appendix of 
Reports, Forms, and of the Statutory Provisions specially applicable 
to London. By J. H. Batrour Browne, Q.C.. and CHarizs E. 
— M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Shaw & Sons; Butterworth 


A Catalogue of Modern Law Works, 
Chronological List of all the English, Irish, and Scotch Reports, 
an Al habetical Table of Abbreviations used in Law rts and 
Text-books, and an Index of Subjects. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


with a Complete 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE FINANCE ACT, 1894. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—May I be allowed to draw the attention of your readers to a 
view taken by the authorities at Somerset House, which to me 
seems clearly wrong, and which, if well founded, involves very 
inconvenient results ? 

I recently proved a will of real and personal estate, the realty 
being devised in the mode now so common, of a trust for conversion, 
but with an indefinite power of postponement. An early sale was 
not contemplated, and in proving the will I paid estate duty on the 
personalty only, and notified that the duty on the realty would be 
paid by yearly instalments under section 6 (8). Before, however, 
the first year had expired, an opportunity of sale presented itself and 
was embraced, whereupon I rendered the account. In so doing I 
suggested that I should be allowed to deduct from the gross pro- 
oak the costs attending the sale ; but I was answered that no such 
deduction could be permitted, the estate duty being ie, not 
upon what the beneficiaries took, but on what from the 
testator. 

I cannot admit the soundness of this, as the true value éo the seller 
of any property which he is bound to sell can only be what a sale 
will produce net, although to a buyer the may be worth 
something more. I submitted, however ; but came a claim for 
interest on the purchase-money from the death. To this I demurred, 
contending that under section 6 (8) interest only ran from the end 
of a year after death. Several letters on the subject have passed 
between myself and the controller (whose courtesy I gladly 
ccknnetetien, tat in the result he adheres to his contention, which 
is that section 8 (1) applies to the new estate duty the existing law 
and practice as to legacy and succession duties on real estate directed 
to be sold; and that, inasmuch as such duties would have carried 
interest from the death, the same rule now applies duty. 
I pointed out that under section § (1) the application of the existing 
practice was expressly declared to be “subject to the provisions of 
this Act,” one of such provisions being section 6 (8); and, farther, 
that if interest was claimable on the ground that section 6 (8) did 
not apply, it must follow that the benefit of payment by instalments 
given by the same sub-section could not be claimed im any case 
where real estate is subject to a trust for sale, even though there 
may be a discretion as to the time of sale, and no sale may be im fact 
“ane or contemplated for several years. ; Sales 
In reply, the controller this conclusion, aud maintains that 
for all purposes of the Act estate directed to be sold is not realty 
but personalty, and that therefore section 6 (8) has no application. 
He admits that the moment of death is the pwnctem tempers at 
which the quality of the estate is to be determined, bat yet main- 
tains that what passed at the death was personal estate, because the 
interest taken in it by the beneficiaries was taken as i 
contend, on the contrary, that what from the testator to the 
trustees was real estate, and so continued until actual conversion. It 
clearly would, before the Conveyancing Act, have descended to the 
heir of the surviving trustee, and not have passed to his executor, 
How, indeed, can personalty pass on the death of a testator whe 
never had an interest in anything but realty? The controller might, 
yerhaps, contend that what the Act taxes is what comes to the bene- 
Roiary, and that as what he takes will come to him as personalty, he 
must account accordingly, But, as I have already mentioned, when 
it was a questionof d eo | the expenses of sale, we were told that 
the duty was regulated, not by what the beneficiary got, but by what 
passed from the testator, . 

Tho practical importance of the subject must be my apology for 
this long letter, Clients do not like to run the risk 
Crown at the peril of « ive costs, and it seems to me that 
Incorporated Law might well take up a test case in 





A Selection of Leading Cases in the Common Law. With Notes. 
By Waren SHiuNLeY SwiKiuy, Barrister-at-Law, Fitth Kalition, 
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conveyancers to avoid the creation of an immediate trust for conver- 
sion in many cases where hitherto it has been the ar 


course. 
Walsall, Jan. 15. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACTS, 1883 AND 1890, AND THE BANK- 
RUPTCY RULES, 1886 AND 1890. 

Pursuant to Clause 2 of Rule 5 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886 and 
1890, the Board of Trade hereby substitute the form of notice of 
rejection of Proof of Debt set out at the foot hereof, in lieu of the 
existing Form No. 74 in the Appendix to the Bankruptcy Rules, 
1886 and 1890, and henceforth the substituted form shall be the form 
No. 74 in the Appendix of Forms referred to in the said Rules.— 
Dated this 10th day of January, 1896. 

By order of the Board of Trade. 

John Smith, Inspector-General in Bankruptcy, authorized in 
that behalf by the President of the Board of Trade. 
No. 74. 
Notice of rejection of Proof of Debt. 
(Title. ) 

Take notice that, as Official Receiver of the above Estate, I have 

this day rejected your claim against such estate (7) to the extent of 
, on the following grounds :— 

And further take notice that if you are dissatisfied with my decision 
in respect of your proof, you may apply to the Court to reverse or vary 
the same, bat, subject to the power of the Court to extend the time, 
no application to reverse or vary my decision in rejecting your proof 
will be entertained after the expiration of (/)) days from this date. 

Dated this day of , 189 . 

. Official Receiver. 
Address 
To 


SUPREME COUKT OF JUDICATURE ACTS, 1873-1894, AND 
THE FINANCE ACT, 1894. 
RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT (NOVEMBER) 1895. 
Orver LIV. RULE 12 (m). 
1. Add at the end of (m)—‘‘ Or applications to dispense with the 
coneurrence of a husband in a disposition by a married woman.” 


Onver LIV. RULE 12z. 

2. Married Woman's Property. Applications for Orders under 3 & 4 
Will. IV. c. 74, 5. 91, or 20& 21 Vict. c. 57, 8. 2, to dispense with the 
coneurrence of a husband in a disposition of property by a married 
women, shall be heard by a Judge of the Queen’s Bench Division 
sitting at chambers, and shall be made in the first instance ex parte, 
but subject to any direction by the Judge as to notice or other- 
wise. 

Oxver LY. RvLeE %. 

3. Disputes under 57 & 58 Vict. c. W, 2. 14 (2). (1) An application 
under section 14 (2) of the Finance Act, 1894, for the determination 
of = dispute as to the proportion of estate duty to be borne by any 
property or person shall be made by originating summons in the 
Chancery Division. 

(2) Such summons shall be intituled in the matter of the estate of 
the person upon whose decease the estate duty has been paid or 
Gaimed, and im the matter of the Finance Act, 1494, and shall in 
other respects be in the forin prescribed by Order LIV., BR. 48, and 
by Appendix K., No. 1a. 

4. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court 
(November) 1695, or each Rule may be cited by the heading thereof 
with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 148%. They shall 
come into operation on the Ist of February, 1896. 


Haragvey, C. 

Rvsese yi or Ky., CJ. 

Kexuzn, MK, 

Euwaup EH, Kay, LJ. 

P. H. Juvuy, P. 

A. L.. Burrn, LJ. 

Joneru W, Currry, J, 
Kovert B, Finiay. 

Heevenr H. Cozens Haupy. 
I. W. Bupp. 


(Signed) 


Nov. 2%, 1995. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
STERN AND OTHERS v. THE QUEEN—13th January. 


Prosate—CermivicaTes oF SHARES HELD IN ForgicN ComMPANIES—Tyog 
SuHares MarkeTaBLE IN EncGuanp—REALIzABLE AssET oF Estayge 
Lianmity oF Executors to Pay THEREON Pronate Dury. 


Special case stated by consent for the opinion of the court. Thy 
supplicants, the Baroness Julia Stern, Herbert Stern, James Stern, ang 
Jacques Stern, had presented a petition of right, under which they claimaj 
that they, as the executors of the late Baron Herman de Stern, had mage 
an over-payment in respect of probate duty payable on his estate, ang 
they prayed for a return of the amount alleged to have been s0 overpaid, 
The special case set out that Baron de Stern died in England in 1839 
leaving a will and three codicils, whereof the suppliants were the exegy. 
tors. At the time of his death Baron de Stern was an English subjeq, 
and was domiciled in England. In due course probate was granted to 
the executors, who paid duty to the amount of £106,242 in respect of hig 
property in England. Subsequently the suppliants alleged that ther 
had been erroneously included im the affidavit required by the Customs 
and Inland Revenue Act, 1881, from persons applying for probate g 

rtion of the personal estate of the deceased which should not have beg, 
included therein, and which was not liable to probate duty. They ther. 
upon lodged a corrected affidavit as to the true value on which duty was pay. 
able, in which they stated that certain American railway shares specified 
in the schedule thereto were at the date of the original affidavit thought t 
be property in England ; but it had since been discovered that they were not 
so, because they were transferable only in the books of the several companies 
in New York, and therefore not liable to probate duty. The commis. 
sioners declining to return the duty alleged to have been overpaid, the suppl 
ants lodgeda petition of right, claiming the return of thesum of £8,187. 
issue joined it was agreed that a special case should be stated. The portion 
of the estate alleged to have been included in error consisted of shares in 
various railway companies constituted under the laws of, and domiciled in, 
the United States. The certificates, however, in respect of the shares certified 
that the person named was entitled to the number of shares specified in the 
capital stock of the company, and certified as to the manner in which 
the shares were transferable. Upon every certificate there was indorsed 


a form of transfer and power of attorney in blank. It was agreed that. 


the American law stated in evidence in Colonial Bank v. Cady § William 
(39 W. R. 17, 15 App. Cas. 267) should be applied to this case. A state. 
ment giving the effect of that evidence, taken from the judgments of 
Lords Watson and Herschell (who said there was no difference betwee 
the English and American law on this point), formed part of the case, and 
was to the effect that the delivery of the certificate with the transla 
executed in blank passed a qualified property in the shares. The right of 
the holder was in the nature of a jus ad rem, and not of a jus in m 
Delivery did not invest him with the ownership of the shares in the seuse 
that no further act was required in order to perfect his right; but the 
holder had a legal and equitable title which enabled him to have the shares 
vested in himself by registration in the books of the company. ‘The com- 
pany, upon the request of the holder for the time being of the certificate, 
and on its production, was bound to register the name of such holder oro 
his nominee, and to issue a new certificate in such name in exchange for 
the old certificate. As between the parties to the transaction, the 
transfer was entirely completed by the delivery of the certificates. The 
securities in question were negotiable in this country, and at the date of 
the death of Baron de Stern the certificates of the various shares were all 
in England in his possession, and the whole beneficial interest in them 
belonged to him, but none of them were registered in his name. The 
question for the decision of the court was whether under these circum- 
stances the suppliants were entitled to exemption from the payment of 
probate duty in respect of any or all of the above-mentioned securities; 
and should the court be of opinion that any of the securities were not 
liable to probate duty, then it was prayed that the court would make am 
order for the return of the money which had been erroneously paid. For 
the suppliants it was contended that the true test of liability to pay probate 
duty was whether or not the shares were property which would be 
properly administered by these executors in this country. The c@rtificates 
were not, it was submitted, negotiable instruments, for the transferees 
title was not complete until the transfer had been registered in America 
in the books of the respective companies. Probate duty was only charge- 
able on shares in a foreign company (a) where the certificate was iteelf # 
negotiable instrument, and (4) of such a character that the property 
passed by mere delivery. The following cases were cited: 7'he Attorney 
General ¥. Dimond (1 Crompton & Jervis 356), The Attorney-General v. Hope 
(1 Or. Mee. & Roscoe 530), The Commissioner of Stampa v. Hope (1891, A-©. 
476, 40 W. KR. Dig. 162), Laidley v. The Lord Adewcate (15 App. Cas. 464, 


49 W. Kt. Dig. 196), Re Commercial Bank Corporation of India and the Bai 


Fernandes Executor’ case (18 W, KR, 202, L. R. Ch. App. 314). For the 
Crown it was submitted that the case was governed by the rule laid down 
in The Attorney-General v. Bouwens (4 M.& W.171). The real test wa 
whether the transfer of the document gave the transferee «a marke 
title to the property. 
capable of being realized at any time, and therefore liable to the payment 
of duty in the same way as any other realizable asset of the catate, 





Tux Covur (Wuionr and Kexnuny, JJ,), without hearing the case tothe” 


end, held that the true inference to be drawn trom tho facts as stated ® 
the cam: was that the duty had been p ly claimed and paid in 
ot the certificates of the various A 
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— 
the possession of Baron de Stern in this country at the time of his death. 
These documents were nécessary to establish a title to the shares, and had 
gm operative power up to a certain point, and were marketable in this 
country. The certificates were therefore in themselves documents of 
value in the hands of the executors, and as such were subject to probate 

the same way as any other asset of the estate. For these reasons 
j t was entered for the Crown, with costs.—Counsg1, Cohen, Q.C., 
Flither Moulton, Q.C., and A. JT. Lawrence; The Attorney-General, The 
Solicitor-General, Hawkins, and Danckwerts. Soxicrrors, Hollams, Son, 
Coward, § Hawksley ; The Solicitor to the Inland Revenue. 

[Reported by Erskine Rei, Bazrister-at-Law. | 


THE QUEEN v. EVANS AND OTHERS, JUSTICES, AND PARRY— 

13th January. 

Basranpy Summons —ALLEGED Fatuer Crasgs To Resmpe in ENGLAND 
Prior to Brrtu or Cx1rtp—SuMMONS TAKEN OUT SuBSEQUENT TO BirTH or 
Gunp—Bastarpy Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vicr. c. 65), s. 3 
In this case a rule nisi had been obtained for a mandamus to the justices 

of the Petty Sessional Division of the County of Anglesey to hear and 

determine an application made upon a bastardy summons. The facts of 
thecase are as follow. On the 30th of January, 1894, the complainant, 
iret H., gave birth to an illegitimate child, of which she alleged W. 

Parry, second mate on foreign-going vessels, was the father. Parry left 

England in December, 1893 (before the child was born), and did not 

return until March, 1895. On the 1st of March, 1894, the complainant 

attended before one of the justices for the County of Anglesey and laid an 
information in bastardy against Parry as the putative father of her child, 
andasummons was thereupon issued against him. By reason of the 
absence of Parry, no due and proper service of the said summons could be 
effected on him, but in the month of March, 1895, the said summons was 

y served upon him on board a vessel at Falmouth, the return day 
of the summons being the Ist of April, 1895, but this was adjourned to 
the 6th of May, when the complainant’s application was heard before two 
justices. The defendant appeared and gave evidence, and the justices 
dismissed the application on the ground that the corroborative evidence 
was insufficient. The claimant then, on the following day, the 7th of 

May, having obtained further evidence in support of her application, 

obtained a second summons against the said Parry, returnable in the 

same sessional division on the 20th of May, 1895. On the summons 
coming on for hearing, it was objected on behalf of the defendant that the 
justices had no jurisdiction to hear the application, on the ground that the 
same was not made within twelve months of the birth of the said child, 
and that the said Parry had not ceased to reside in England within the 
twelve months next after the birth of such child; and the said Parry 

that he left the port of Cardiff, on a voyage, on the 29th of 

December, 1893, and was away from England until the 22nd of March, 

18%. After hearing the evidence of the said Parry, the justices allowed 

the objection, and decided that they had no jurisdiction to hear and 

determine the said application. From this decision the complainant 

appealed. Section 3 of the Bastardy Act, 1872, 35 & 36 Vict. c. 65, 

provides that any single woman who may be delivered of a bastard child 

“may, either before the birth, or at any time within twelve months from 

the birth of such child . . or at any time within the twelve months 

next after the return to England of the man alleged to be the father of 
such child, upon proof that he ceased to reside in England within the 
twelve months next after the birth of such child,’ apply for a bastardy 
mmmons. In showing cause against the rule, it was contended that section 

3 does not apply to the case where the putative father ceases to reside in 

England before the birth of the child, but only to the case where he ceases 
to reside in the country after and within twelve months of the birth. 

Tax Court (Hawkrns and Lawrence, JJ.) held that this argument was 
untenable, and that the complainant could take proceedings at any time 
within the twelve months next after the date of the return to England of 
the putative father. Rule absolute.—Counser, EE. H. Lloyd; W. 
Mackenzie. Sorscrrons, W. Thornton Jones, Bangor ; Peacock § Goddard, for 
8. R. Dew, Bangor. 

Reported by E. G. Stiti wet, Barrister-at-Law. | 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 
High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
Ex parte EMILE ARTON—2lst December. 
Extraprrion—OvrgNnck NoT WITHIN ExTRaDrTion TRRATY—RRQuIsITION Nor 


wapR IN Goop Farru—DeManp MApE Por Porrricat Purroars—Goon 

Farrn ov Forstan Governnuantr—Extraprrion Act, 1870, 8. 3. 

Application for a rule nisi fora habeas corpus. The application was made 
on f of Emile Arton, now a prisoner in Her Majesty's Prison, 
Holloway, and it called upon the Secretary of State for the Home Depart - 
ment, Sir John Bridge, and the Government of the French Republic to 


cause why a writ of Aabeas corpus should not issue to bring up the 
act Emile Arton, against whom an order of extradition had been made 
| John Bridge, sitting at Bow-street, From the affidavit in support 
the application it appeared that the offences in respect of which the 
onder of committal on made were six in number: (1) Falsitication 
of accounts and using falsified accounts; (2) fraud as agent or trustee ; (3) 
ing ogee Be faleo pretences; (4) fraudulent bankruptey; (5) 

y; (6) om ement, The = regen for the rule was made upon 

four grounds: first, that the magistrate committed the accused for an 
offence which is not within the Extradition ‘Treaty; secondly, that the 
depositions did not disclose a primd facie case in support of the changes ; 








thirdly, that the demand for Arton’s surrender was not made in good 
faith ; and, fourthly, that the demand was made for political purposes. 
The Extradition Treaty with France, made in 1878, provides in clause 3 
that the crimes in respect i i 
following: (18) ‘‘ Fraud by a bailee, banker, agent, factor, trustee, or 
director, or member, or p' 
any Act for the time being in force”? ; 
Act, 1870, provides that ‘‘ a fugitive criminal shall not be surrendered if 
the offence is one of a political character, or if he prove that the requisi- 
tion has been made with a view to try or punish him for an offence of a 
political character.’’ 

Tue Court (Lord Russet, C.J., and Witts and Wrieur, JJ.) granted 
a rule on the first ground, but refused the application on the other 
grounds. 

Lord Russext or Kittowen, C.J.—It is not necessary that the court 
should consider the general law of extradition, except for poe ys of 
pointing out the distinction between its political and its strictly judicial 
aspect, with the latter of which alone we have to deal. Extradition is 
founded upon the broad principle that it is in the interests of civilized 
communities that crimes, acknowledged by civil communities to be such, 
should not go unpunished, and it is part of the comity of nations that 
one State shall assist another in order to assist to those who 
commit such crimes to justice. But the application of that principle, and 
the conditions under which extradition shall be and the 
formalities to be observed in the obtaining of extradition, are all matters 
primarily for the two political Powers in question to arrange in the first 
instance, by treaty, and then, having the matter by treaty, to 
put into law by a legislative enactment what are the conditions, the 
limitations, and the class of crimes for which extradition will be granted. 
It is to the expression of the Legislature, and to that expression of the 
Legislature alone in Acts of Parliament, that judicial tribunals can refer. 
The Act or Acts of Parliament are at once the sole source, and at the 
same time the strict limitations, of the judicial functions of the court. We 
are sitting here as judges and as judges only, and we have nothing to do 
with political questions or tions, except in so far as they are 
introduced into the Act or Acts we are called upon to construe. The first 
ground on which this motion was made was that the person in custody 
has been committed for crimes not within the Extradition Treaty. That 
applies to one of six grounds on which the order of committal 
made—namely, the crime of faur, or “‘ falsification of accounts and 
falsified accounts.” It has been argued that that does not come 
the enumeration of offences described in the Treaty, and there is 
that to justify a committal for any crime it must come within the 
and come within the Act of Parliament. The only in 
article of the Treaty which can be said to relate to it is the one which 
deals with ‘‘ fraud by a bailee, banker, agent, factor, trastee, or director, 
or member or public officer of any company.”’ The point which has 
made on this head is that he is charged simpliciter with falsification of 
accounts and using falsified accounts, but that he is not charged with such 
falsification in his character of bailee, banker, agent, factor, trustee, or 
director, or member or public officer of a company, within the 
meaning of the 18th category of the Treaty. The court think that there 
is sufficient in this point to grant a rule upon the point, i argu- 
ment of the rule those who ergs the Crown are unable to satisfy the 
court that it is properly included, then steps will be 
man committed being charged for that offence. The 
that the man has been committed for offences 
facie proof, and no doubt the contention 
right—namely, that the court is entitled 
whether or not there has been made out 
primé facie case of guilt as would entitle him 
crime committed against the municipal la 
person charged to take his trial for that offence. 
want of sufficient proof is restricted to two 
namely, fraud by an agent within category IS 
and obtaining money and ters by false pretences ; but it 
both these are within the ty and the Act of 
it 
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in respect of which an extradition may 

ceded that as regards the remaining offence 
contended that there was not ample evidence to justify 
In view of that fact, the point has not been insisted 
sufficiency of the evidence of the two charges, 

and obtaining money and goods by false pretences. 
u is that the demand for an extradition is 
and in the interests of justice. I will by 
come to the fourth, which is that the ces for which 
committed are political in their character, and that the surrender 
demanded from political motives, There is no doubt it 
shewn that the surrender was demanded for an 
character, or that the surrender was demanded with a view to 
punish the accused for an offence of a political character—if eit 
those alternative propositions could have been estadlished—it 
furnish a ground either for the intervention of this court or for a declara- 
tion by this court that for such an offence no fon could 

under the Act of Parliament be made there any real 
either of these suggestions? First, is an offence of 
character, or is any one of the offences an 
The bare enumeration of them seems to be a 
that su tion. The bare enumeration of them shews — 
congue divested of any offence of a political character. 

can it be said that the requisition is made with a 
or punish him for an offence of a political character! 
to me to be perfectly clear that what that means is this, that with 
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regard to a person whose extradition is demanded for having committed 
an offence of a political character, the pretence of a charge of another and 

a different crime which does come within the Extradition Act and the 
Treaty is resorted to asa pretence and excuse for demanding his extradi- 

tion, in order that he may be tried and punished for a political offence 
which he has already committed. The learned counsel is pressed as to 
what is the political offence, or the offence of a political character, which 
it can be alleged this man has committed. The answer to that is that it 
isgimpossible to give it a name or to describe it. I therefore come to the 
conclusion, as regards that fourth point, that there is no evidence to 

warrant us in coming to the conclusion either that the offence in respect 
of which surrender is demanded is one of a political character or that the 
requisition for his surrender has been made to panish him for an offence of 
a political character. The third ground was that the demand was not 
made in good faith and in the interests of justice. I pointed out that this 
was in itself a very grave and serious statement to put forward, and one 
which ought not to be put forward unless there are very strong grounds 
for supporting it. It means to convey not only a reflection of the gravest 
kind upon the motives and actions of a responsible Government of a 
neighbouring and friendly Power, but also a very grave imputation, not 
lightly to be made, upon the judicial authorities of that friendly Power. 
But is this a matter open to usatall? In my judgment it is not. This 
bears upon the political aspect of the question. Into its consideration 
matters enter of which this court is incompetent to judge, and of which, 
as I conceive, it has no authority to judge. They are considerations, if 
they exist at all, to be addressed to the Executive of this country, and they 
cannot enter, and ought not to enter, into the judicial consideration of 
this question, which to my mind turns solely upon the terms of the Act of 
Parliament and the Treaty on which that Act was made. Upon these 
grounds there will be no rule granted except on the first point. 

Wutzs, J.—I am entirely of the same opinion. With regard to the 
point that Arton’s surrender has been demanded with a view to try or 
punish him for an offence of @ political character, I think it is impossible 
to doubt, applying the ordinary principles of construction, that the offence 
of a political character of which the Act speaks must be one which has 
been already committed. It has been admitted that there is no conduct 
-of the prisoner which can be so described, or which can fulfil that con- 

dition of having already committed a political offence against the laws of 
France ; but it is said that if he be surrendered he will, when he gets into 
the hands of the French judicial authorities, be compelled either to dis- 
close matters which he knows or to undergo indefinite imprisonment until 
he does answer the questions. The same considerations prevail bere 
which induce us to say that we cannot enter into the question whether 
the Executive of a foreign country at peace with us is honest or dishonest 
in the discharge of its duty, and those considerations lead us to refuse to 
entertain the question whether it is probable that the French courts will 
depart from their own laws. 

Wricur, J., concurred.—Counset, CC. W. Mathews. Souicrror, A. 
Newton. 


(Reported by Sir Suerstox Baxer, Bart., Barrister-at-Law. | 





LAW SOCIETIES, 
SOLICITORS’ MANAGING CLERKS’ ASSOCIATION. 


The third annual general meeting of this association was held at the 
offices, 12, New-court, Carey-street, on Friday evening, the 10th inst. 
Mr. Epwarp Carens, the president, in the chair. 

The meeting was well attended. The council’s report for the year 
stated that steady progress had been made during the three years, 
that twenty new members had joined, that excellent lectures had been 
given, and interesting papers read upon legal topics, and that the library 
now consisted of 320 volumes, as against 123 at the date of the last report. 
The announced the resignation of the president, who had held 
his position with great ability since the formation of the association, and 
the conncil and members proceeded to elect his successor by unanimously 
rehawke Davies (managing clerk to Mr. Arthur 

y Ellis) as president for 1896. Mr. Cairns was offered and accepted the 
position of vice-president. Messrs. Turner, Wright, and Offer, as secre- 
tary, treasurer, and librarian, retain their respective offices. The retiring 
council , Messrs. Buck, Mason, Dunn, Redgrove, Hathaway, and 
Price, were re-elected, and the following gentlemen, viz., Messrs. J. J. C. 
D* cage J. J. Roberts, 8. Edwards, and A. Wainwright, were elected to 

vacancies on the council; and Mr. Spooner was elected as members’ 
auditor. The balance-sheet presented by the treasurer showed a balance 
of £103 4s. $d. on the reserve and library accounts. A resolution to 
oe the association under section 23 of the Companies Act, 1867, was 

ly debated and carried nem. con. The meeting terminated with a very 
hearty vote of thanks to Messrs. Turner and Wright and the other officers 
of the association, and to the retirmg president for his able and impartial 
condnct in the chair during his three years of office. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
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CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 


The following Judges will remain in Town:—Tuez Lorp Cnter Jusricg 
or Enetann, Poxtock, B., Cuarizs, J., Bruce, J., during the whole of 
the Circuits; the other Judges till their respective Commission Days.’ 


Norice.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the Circuit 
Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be réady to be taken on the 
first working day ; in other cases the note — to the name of the 
Circuit Town indicates the day before which Civil Business willl not be 
taken. In the case of Circuit Towns to which two Judges go there will be 
no alteration in the old practice. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Hizary Srrrmmes, 1896. 
Sprcra, Paper. 
For Argument. 
incom shin hee Briant & The Ecclesia stical Commrs of England 
Special case 
In re an Arbitration between Barker & The Pearson & a Coal & 
Iron Co, ld » pa ee 7) Special case 
County Council of Middlesex v W Urban District Council & anr 
Special case 
In re The Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, oe Borough of 
Brighton (claim of Marcellus Purnell Castle) Sy 
In re an Arbt between the Trustees of the Ipswi and Stowmarket Navi. 
gation and the East Suffolk County Council 8S 
Mayor, &c, of Ashton-under-Lyne v Pugh S _— 

District Council of Barton Keyes Union v Stevens & anr Special case 
Se oe R P Houston & Co and ors and the Standard 
Owners’ Protection, &c, Assoc, ld Special case 
Ine re an a tn between Kempf and National Insce, &c, Corpn Special 


C De Murrietta & Co, ld, v Carlshann Spirit Co Special case 


9Ovrrvosep Mortons. 


For Argument. 
In re a Solicitor, Expte Incorporated Law Soc (s o for further report) 
In re a Solicitor, Expte Incorporated Law Soc (s o for further report) 
Eley v Read 
Same v Same 
In rea Solicitor Expte Incorporated Law Soc 
Deakin v The Salt Union ld 
In re an Arbtn between Barker and The Pearson & Kuowles Coal and Iron 
Co To be argued with Special Case No 2 
Meyer v Golding & anr 
In re a Solicitor Expte Incorporated Law Soc 
Electrical Installation Cold v Lord Stratheden & Campbell 
Chapman v Thompson 
Attorney-Gen (at relation of Moore & ors) v Wright 
Lister & Co, ld, & ors v Stanway 
Gardn 


Boccacci v er 

Foden v Ellis 

Rhodes v Kenyon 

Bevan v Chambers 

In re an Arbtn between Great Western Ry Co and Vale of Llangollen Ry 
Co & ors (s. o. generally) 

In re an Arbtn between William Morgan and anr and Jaques Morris 

In re J J Berrimen (an unqualified person), Expte Incorporated Law Soc 

Morgan v Heinke 

In re Local Government Act, 1888, and In re an Arbtn between Sowerby 
Urban District Council and Mytholmroyd Urban District Council 

panne a ¥ Bunnett & anr 

n re a Solicitor E Incorporated 

in se oo deen beeateeaeaen is tua te Bath & Son 

In re a Petition of Right of Edward Mitchell 

In re A E Fenton 

Crown Parsr. 


For ent. 
Middlesex, Clerkenwell Crichton v West and ors county court defts’ 


Middlesex, Clerkenwell Crichton v West { ors Waterman's appl county 


aah The Queen v Mvans and ors, Jj and Parry (expte Hughes) nisi 
to hear bastardy sums 
Middlesex, Bloomsbury Ashby v British Pianoforte Co 


dft’s app 
Surrey, Southwark Gray & Sons v Powell &anr county court dft’s 


appeal 
Mid ‘eee Bloomsbury Hovenden & SonsvFresson county court deft’s 


Middhosex, Shoreditch Hilkin v Bichardson county court deft’s appl 
London Drake & ors v Walton’s Mosaic Linoleum Co county court 


Pg 
Dekoe v London & India Docks Committee (Serena & Co, 3rd par- 


-—~ Mayor’s court pltf’s 

Met Pol Dist White v Fulham Vestry strate’s case 

London White v Fobbe (Capital & Counties Co, garnishees) county 
court deft’s appl 

ag sagen Wolverhampton Brotherton v Tittensor connty court 


deft’s a 
Desai P The Queen v Mayor, &c, of Plymouth (expte Windeatt) 
“7 money to the Devon Sea Fisheries Committee 
est 


Nisi for mandamus to 
Surrey, Wandsworth v Herbert Pacccr yy! court dft's app 


county court 


Same Skepelhorn v Newman county court pitif’s app 
Same v Valles (Bianchi, clmt) county court clmt's app 
Cheshire, v Earlam woe whoa dft's app 


Met Pol Dist Fulham Vestry v 
Caulfield 


Solomon 
“oe Brompton v Trollope & Soas county court dfts’ 





amare, Portsmouth Warren v Clark coun’ 
Dist The Queen v Horace Smith, Esq, 
Nisi to hear, &c information 


"Pol mag & ant fexpte 


Mernagh) 
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Wiltshire, Malmesbury Tombsv Hugginson county court pltfi’s app 
London Middlemiss v Perryman county court deft’s app 

Middlesex, Brompton Weldon v Faithfull county court pltf’s app 
Middlesex, Whitechapel Dubowski £ Sons v Goldstein county court 


tff's ap 
middlesex, Siarylebone Gaffin & Co v Lazarus county court deft’s 


Dertyshire Yates v Higgins & ors Magistrate’s case 

Met Pol Dis London County Council v Pryor magistrate’s case 

Same Fortune v Hanson magistrate’s case 

Sheffield Hides v Littlejohn magistrate’s case 

Middlesex, Ploomsbury Cocker vy Cooper county court deft’s app 

London Stannard vy C Read & Co county court plt’s app 

Middlesex, Westminster W N White & Co v The London & Sonth 
Western Ry Co county court pits’ app 

Lancashire, Bolton Birchall & ors v Bullough county court dft’s app 

Cumberland, Carlisle Atkinson vy The Mayor, &c, of Carlisle county 
court plt’s app 

Gloucestershire, Bristol Haynesv Baker county court pltff’s cross-appl 

Yorkshire, Leeds Dodd (suing, &c) vy Taylor Bros & Co county court 
dfts’ app 


Liverpool The Queen v Stewart, Sti Mag & Paterson (ex pte Burnham) 
Nisi to hear information 

Met Pol Dist Cook vy White magistrate’s case 

Same Heath ££ anrv Hutt magistrate’s case 

Lancashire The Queen v Rothwell & anr Nisi for new trial and to 
admit to bail at instance of dfts 

Met Pol Dist The Queen v J Vaughan, Esq, Met Pol Mag & Savoy Hotel 
(expte London County Council) Nisi to state case 

Same The Queen v J Shiel, Esq, Met Pol Mag & Brotchie (expte Brotchie) 
Nisi to hear summons 

Lancashire The Queen vCourt of Kecord for the Hundred of Salford 
and Bellamy (expte Jones & C») Nisi for prohibition 

Middlesex, Brentford Wauthier v Sheridan county court deft’s app 

London Donne (trading, &c) v Donaldson Mayor’s Court plt’s app 

Gloucestershire, Bristol In re Companies Acts, 1862 to 1893, and In re 
Bristol & Iifracombe Pleasure Steamers county court liquidator’s app 

ire, Lancaster Denney v Crook & anr county court deft 

Bennett's app 

Mossley Hewitt v Taylor magistrate’s case 

Middlesex, Westminster Munkittrick v Perryman & aur 
defendants’ appeal 

Yorkshire, Todmorden LEscritt & ors v Todmorden Industrial and Co- 
operative Soc county court Defendants’ appeal 

Lancashire, Salford Harrison v The Mayor, &c, of Salford county court 


Defendants’ ap 

Suffolk, Lowestoft Girling vy Ewles county court Defendant’s appeal 

Met Pol Dist Hanks vy Bridgman Magistrate’s case 

Saffron Walden Woodley vy Simmonds Mazgistrate’s case 

Merionethshire, Dolgelly Jones v Barmouth Local Board 
Defendants’ appeal 

Westmoreland, Kirkby Lonsdale Richardson v London and North-Western 
By Co county court Defendants’ appeal 

Cornwall Craig y Collins magistrate’s case 

Yorkebire, Huddersfield Woody Haigh county court pltf’s appl 

Lancashire Pearson v The Belgian Mills Co magistrate’s case 

ee Pwibelli Jones v Evans (Davies, clmt) county court 

t's appl 

Yorkshire, Skipton Clegg, Parkinson & Co v The Earby & Thornton Gas 
& lighting Co county court pitf's appl 

— Liandovery Williams ¥ Williams county court deft’s 

‘prnwal. Redruth Noel vy The Redruth Foundry Co 


aft’s app 

Norfolk, Kings Lynn Rosey Girling county court dft’s app 

Me Pol Diet St Leonard, Shoreditch, Vestry v Phelan magistrate’ s 
ae 

Middlesex, Shoreditch Diamond y Lickoff Bros (Kickoff, imt) county 


county court 


county court 


county court 


wr P aang opp 
Met Pol Diet Crurnett Plumstead Overseers magistrate’s case 


Mtafiordshire Colkclough vy Knight magistrate’s case 
Worcester Strictl vy Heyee magictrate’s case 


Maryicoone Syratt vy Cumplen county court plt’s app 
London The Queen ¥ Justices of County of London, Slape, Esq, Met 
& St Seviour’s, Southwark, Board of Works (expte Saunders) 
mist for prohibition 
i ex, Marylebone Chaflers v Taylor 


Daddies county court deft’s appeal 
Maflordsiu: 


The Quecs ¥ WG Webb, Hea, & ors, jj, and Grove expte 

Hotchkis) Wisi for certiorari and order in bastardy 

leeie The Queen v TS Boden, Vou, Vevising Varrister for City of Leeds 
emyle Key & aux) Application from chambers for order to state case 
mamta 6 bear Claims 

Moumuvutnduire The Queen y Vartridge and Provincial Union Vank 
x Prickett, Nisk w issue interplesder summons 

Ma Pol Viet Silvery Keun magistecte’s case 

keitord ——- » Pear y C's Came 

Widdieses, Wetaninstcr Yves & anr ¥ Verities Workinen’« General Asma 
( cray wut 44ts 

Caciom-va-Tees Sidhdliy Lotthouse magiatray’ 6 vase 

Mithiewer, Whiteciaped Uebout 1 General Mean Navigation Co vounty 


wer. _ 7 
Mardi lia * i ¥ Vad London Waterworks mayistrate’ s cou 
owt Pots tyr ko vty court pitt’ apa) 





West Ham Brickell v Angell magistrate’s case 
Met Pol Dist Collman v Roberts magistrate’s case 
Middlesex, Whitechapel Tholander v Langford county court pity, 


a 

onthe, Lancashire The Queen v Jj’s of Stockport (expte Fletcher) 
Nisi for mandamus to confirm license 

Yorkshire, W R The Queen v Bradford Licensing Jj (expte Hardcastle 
Summons for mandamus to confirm license 

Yorkshire, Leeds Grayshun v Richardson couuty court deft’s appeal 

Middlesex, Bow Webber v Wildy & ors county court pltff’s appeal 

Met Pol Dist Madge v Debenture a“ magistrate’s case 

Staffordshire, Burslem Cooke v Smith (T & J Smith clmuts) county coug 
clmnts’ appeal 

Kent Kent County Council v Colthup magistrate’s case 

Hampshire, Southampton Kirkwood (trading, c) v Smith & anr county 
court pltff’s appeal : 

Bedfordshire The Queen v Bedford Rural District Council 
indictment to be tried at C CC 

Gloucestershire, Gloucester James Reynolds & Co v Tomlinson, Hodgetts, 
&Co county court defts’ appeal 

London Ellis v Peek { ors county court pltff’s appeal 

Surrey Vincent v Wilks magistrate’s case 

Warwickshire, Tamworth Midland Ry Cov Gibbsand anr county cout 
pltffs’ appeal 

Cardiganshire Phillips v Evans magistrate’s case 

London Wood’s Patent Brick Cov Oloke county court defts’ appeal 

Glamorganshire The Queen v Jj of Glamorgan (expte Williams) Nis 
for mandamus to enter continuances, &c 

Kent The Queen v Bexley Heath Ry Co (expte Dartford Rural District 
Council) Nisi for mandamus to make bridge, “c 

Met Pol Dist Lowe v Volp istrate’s case 

Essex The Queen v Rochford District Council & ors (expte Clarke) Nisi 
for certiorari for precept Referred from chambers 

Poole Hains v Riddett & ors magistrate’s case 

Northumberland, North Shields Johnson v Coulson & anr county cout 
pltff’s appeal 

Middlesex, Shoreditch Jones v Hand countycourt pltft's appeal 

Radnorshire, Presteign Reynolds v Urban District Council of Presteign 
county court defts’ appeal 

Kent The Queen v Budden, Esq, & anr, jj, and the Gillingham Utha 
District Council Nisi for certiorari for conviction at instance of CJ 
Goodwin 

London Palmer v Shelburne & anr county court defts’ appeal 

St Ives. The Queen v Hain jun, Esq, & ors, licensing jj, and Bayzard 
(expte Lees) Nisi for certiorari for license 

Salop The Queen v Bowen, Esq, & anr, jj (expte Bowdler) Nisi fr 
mandamus to hear application 

Lancashire, St Helens & Widnes Woodward & ors v Dingsdale & on 
county court defts’ appeal 

Salop The Queen v Bishop of Hereford (expt Heaton) Nisi for manda 
mus to consider objections, &c (Dilapidations Act) 

Devonshire, Barnstaple Parsons v Hancock county court deft’s appeal 

Northumberland The Queen v Armstrong, Esq, & ors, licensing jj 
(expte Duffy) Nisi for mandamus to hear application 

Sheffield The Queen v Skeltcn, Esq, & ors, licensing jj (expte Bird) 
Nisi for certiorari for refusal of license 

Yorkshire, WR The Queen vSame Nisi for mandamus to hear appli- 
cation for license 

Carnarvonshire, Carnarvon Cwmyglo Cambrian Benefit Building Soct 
Jones countycourt deft’s appeal 

Middlesex, Shoreditch Hooper v Woolf (sued, &c) county court pltifs 
appeal 

I he Pethwick & ors v Dorset County Council magistrate’s case 

Lancashire, Liverpool Lonie v Briscoe (Bold, clmnt) county court 
clmnt’s a 

London Waker & anrv Ambrose county court deft’s appeal 

Middlesex, Brompton Richardson v Bassett countycourt deft’s apped 

Hants, Bournemouth Badger v Tovey county court deft’s appeal 

Lincoln White v Mansell magistrate’s case 

Warwickshire, birmingham Holloway v Harpur & ors 
pittt’s appeal é 

Kent The Queen v Jj of Kent & ors (expte Boulter) Nisi for certionan 
for Order of Sessions 

Same The Queen v Lovibond Nisi to quash conviction 

Cardiganshire, Aberystwith James & anr v Jenkins & ors county cout 
defts Jenkins and Morgan’s appeal 

Hampshire, Seameneuit Cochrane (trading, &c) v ‘T'rantrum county 
court plitit’s ap 1 

Gloucestershire, i Meadows v Leat county court deft’s appeal 

Warwickshire Walker v Stretton magistrate’s case 

Same Godwinv Walker magistrate’s case + 

Middlesex, Shoreditch Knibbv Wright county court pitff's appeal 

Vesex, Colchester Mason v Lloyd county court pltff’s appeal 

Met Vol Dist Commissioner of Police v Cartman magistrate’s case 

Durbam The Queen ¥ Jj of Durham (expte Banks) Nisi for mandamus 
10 hear application for license 

Middlenex, Whitechapel Phillips v Israel county court deft’s appeal 

lancashire, Gury Deane, sen, ¥ Smith & anr county court pltff’s 

Giowwestershire Mtangoe v Blatter magistrate’s case 

Warwickshire, Birmingham O'Connell Brow v Veoly county court defts 


a 
Catiide Hilly Wrighthaur wm 
Middlews, Westminster Coheny 


Nisi to order 
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— 
Middlesex, Marylebone Stanbridge ‘v Firbank county court deft’s 
enshire, Llandilofawr Powell & ors v Jones & anr county court 


Ba Sieg The Queen v H Smith, Esq, Met Pol Mag, & Hillyard 

(expte Nokes & anr) Nisi to state case 

Surrey, Southwark Loomes v West county court pltff’s appeal 

Yorkshire, Bradford Worrall (trading, &c) v Dyson county court deft’s 
i 

cuties; Stockport Griffiths v Heath county court pltff’s appeal 


“orkshire, Keighley Butterfield v Berry county court pltff’s appeal 
\otinire, Bury Nuttall & Co v Continental Bottle Co. county court 
pltfis’ appeal oe 
Lancashire The Queen v North Blackpool P ular Building Society 

te Kay) Nisi for mandamus for election of five arbitrators 
Norfolk, Harleston Rising v Durrant & Sons county court pltff’s appeal 
Middlesex, — Upton & anr (trading, &c) v Pearce county court 
ltffs’ a 

Bowl Bat v Home Secretary quarter sessions order & case 

Same Young vBarter& Co mayor’s court deft’s appeal 

Blackburn Alty v Farrell magistrate’s case 

Accrington Pletts v Beattie magistrate’s case 

London ecm v North British Mercantile Insce Co mayor’s court 

ltff’'s a 

gune The Queen v W Bird, Esq, & ors, jj, and Hammersmith Vestry 
( Arter) Nisi for mandamus to state case 

Cen Crim Court, London The Queen v Balfour Nisi for new trial 

England, France In the matter of Emile Arton Nisi for habeas corpus 

Lancashire The Queen v Jj of County of Lancaster & Mayor, &c, of 
Middleton (expte Miils & ors) Nisi for certiorari for order of sessions 

Middlesex, Clerkenwell Davies v Crown Bottling Co & Thomas county 
court pltff’s appeal 

London The Queen v Vestry of the Parish of St Matthew, Bethnal 
Green Nisi for mandamus to repair sewer 

Derbyshire, Bakewell Critchlow v London and North-Western Ry Co 
county court defts’ appeal 

Leicestershire, Leicester Gardner v Hart county court deft’s appeal 

Herefordshire, Hereford Dobbins v Garrold county court deft’s appeal 


REVENUE Parsr. 
For Hearing. 
Causes by English information. 
Attorney-Gen v The Verderers of the New Forest and ors part heard 
Attorney-Gen v Newcomen (since dec) and ors part heard 
Attorney-General v Mander 
Petitions. 
In re Duty on the Estate of the late Sir Thomas Gresham part heard 
In rea Settlement, &c. and the Reversionary Interest Society ld (under 
Sec. 10 of Finance Act 1894) 


Cases stated as to Income Tax and Stamp Duty. 
Smith (Surveyor of Taxes), applt, aud ‘The Tonic Sol-fa College, resps 
The Committee of London Clearing Bankers, applts, and the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue, resps 
% oor pcan Union Fire Insurance Oo, applts, and Magee (Surveyor of 
‘axes) resp 
The Clifton College, applts, and Tompson (Surveyor of Taxes 
Huntington, applt, and Commissioners of bend Wevenes rode 





Appeals & Motions in Bankruptcy. 


Appeals for hearing before a Jivisional Court Sitting in Bankruptcy, 
Pending December, 1895. 


In re Dunkley Expte Dunkley 

In re Maughan Expte Batey & anr 
In re Hellyer Expte Cockburn 

In re Milns Expte Ker 


Motions in Bankruptcy for hearing before Mr. Justice Vavenan WILLIAMs, 
Pending December, 1895. 
Iu re Supe Johnstone LUxpte Gillow v Official Receiver (standing over by 
consent) 
—_ Expte Abel Knapton v Official Receiver (standing over by 
consen 


In re Caldwell Expte Haydon v Fox (standing over 
“ ; by consent) 
'n re Taffs, Dixon & Dowell ixpte Diprose v Ogle 
In re Mortar Exyite Nicholls v Harris 
In re Bryant Expte Palmer v E H Bryant 
In re Samo Expte Same v Cockerton 
Iu re Same Kxpte Same ¥ G N Bryant 
In re Young Expte Hislop v D A 'T Young 
~ te Alderson ixpte Jackson v Board of Trade 
te Gomes Expte Deller v F EB Somes & ors 
_ re Kipling & anr Expte Blow v Cumming 
tn - Howe tt apt Wil Broaghan: 4 
e xpte aon ¥ 5 

~ 10 Davies Kxpte Ellis v Mra Keovil Davies 
+. to Carey Expte Cycle Co 
¥ te Holmes Expte Barker v Peat 
In re Tod Kixpte Dixon ¥ 
he te Same Kixpte Mre Bedford ¥ Same 

te Godfrey, 8 & ors Kxpte Glenton, Maria v Peat 





In re Gondia Expte Official Receiver v Strand 

In re Hallowes Expte Board of Trade v Trustee 

In re Morris Expte Same v Same 

In re Shingler Expte Same v Same 

In re Grandidge Expte Same v Same 

In re Barker & Uo Expte Official Receiver v Holden 

In re Bischofswerder Expte Raphael 

In re Same Expte Poppleton 

In re Valiquet a ae ee 

In re Graydon Expte Official v Graydon & 
ors 

In re Fry Expte Ford v Bilbey & ors 

In re Gent Expte Beard of Trade v Trustee 

In re Orton Expte Same v Same 

In re Blunt Expte Same v Same 

In re Booth Expte Same v Same 

In re Bowes Expte Izard v Blackman 

In re Messiter Expte Denman v Sanguinetti 

In re Tucker Expte Newstead v Stewart 

In re Seaman Expte Furness & Finance Co Id ¥ 
Gimblett 

In re Wynne sts yay | v Robb & ors 

In re Same Same v FS W Robb 


In re Harrison 
In re Moon & Garner 


ye 


In re L L L Bevan Matthews vy Kent 

In re Tucker Stewart v Newstead 

In re Thornton Matyear v Official Receiver 

In re Victor _—— Bank of London r 
In re Same Expte Curtis v Central Bank 

In re Follett Expte Hobbs v Jackson 

In re Tucker Expte Johanning v Newstead 

In re Pee} Expte Thomas v 








LEGAL NEWS. 
' OBITUARY. 
at Ricuanp Toi.ex, poe Net Leicester, died 
e of ninety years. He ~~ some 
Office about a fortsight before bie deatis son 
tional minister, who for a period of forty-five years was pastor 
is now known as the Toller Chapel, at was 
ee ee commenced practice in Leicester at 
As J closely 


rT 
& 
Fe 


HE 
at 


FE 


stances, perhaps, : : 

fessional career (says the Leicester Daily Post) is that during the lengthened 
period of his office as the 

two, only been absent on two occasions from 
sessions, his freedom from any kind of illness ee ae 
Besides being the oldest clerk of the peace in the coun 

and of service—Mr. Toller was the oldest 


length of 
the Municipal Law Officers’ Association, having joi that body at its 
formation in the year 1837. We chronicled a few weeks age 


ninety years. 

Mr. Axruvs Barney Psanson-Cies, barrister, died en the F 
his forty-first year. He was the eldest son of Mr. William Pearem, 
Q.C., and was educated at Rugby and at Trinity , Cambridge, 
where he graduated with honours in ISTT. He was to 
1879, and was joiut editor of Benjamin on Sales. 
tional name of Gee by Royal licence im 1885, 

APPOINTMENTS. 

Sir Persx Kos, Q.C., has Deen re-elected Chairman of the Imes af 


Court Board of Preliminary Examiners of Law Students. This & the 
twentieth year in succession that Sir Peter has held the post. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS, 
Dasson ytrens. 
Franc Fanwiex Pranson and Apsxanose Gaapwett Racor Pexceat 


, soticitere, Nirkdy Lomadale. Dee. Ml. Im fecure 
carried on by the sakl Alexander Gradwell Baget 
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Pearson alone under the same style. 


Roasat Tonntcurrs and Wiens Rowax» Ries. (amnieiiiie € Rigdy), 
solicitors, Liverpool, Deo, 31. 


Boean Cratermas Haatis, Pextne Castes Stree, aad Maxey Apaan 
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Rovcuton May (Minet, Harvie, Smith, & May), solicitors, 4, King 
William-street,*London, as to the said Pering Castle Smith. Jan. 10. 
The said Edgar Christmas Harvie and Henry Allan Roughton May will 
continue to carry on the business at 4, King William-street aforesaid 
under the style or firm of Minet, Harvie, & May. The said Pering Castle 
Smith will in future carry on business at 81, Cannon-street, E.C., under 
the style of Minet, Pering, Smith, & Co. [ Gazette, Jan. 10. 
James Doveras Tertey and Horario Francis ALEXANDER Hoskins, 
parliamentary agents and solicitors (Tetley & Hoskins), 16, Parliament- 
street, Westminster. Jan. 1. [ Gazette, Jan. 14. 


os 


GENERAL, 


It is understood that Judge Chalmers will be succeeded in the Birming- 
ham County Court by Mr. J. C. Whitehorne, Q.C., of the equity bar. 


The St. James's Gazette says that the applicants for the position of clerk 
to the London County Council now number about seventy. Amongst them 
is stated to be Mr. C. J. Stewart, official receiver in company liquidations. 


It is stated that the Prison Commissioners have decided to extend the 
anthropometrical system of identification to all prisoners who have had 
previous convictions proved against them on indictment under the 7th 
section of the Prevention of Crimes Act of 1871. More warders are to -be 
taught the system. 


In view of the danger of contagious disease being spread through the 
handling and the kissing of the New Testament by persons of all sorts and 
conditions, in the ordinary form of the administration of the oath to a 
witness, Judge Emden has had notices conspicuously posted in the Lam- 
beth County Court calling attention to the provisions of the Oaths Act, 
1888, by which the kissing.of the book may be dispensed with. He has 
also instructed the officers of the court, when administering the oath, to 
draw the attention of witnesses to the fact that they need not kiss the 
book unless they think fit. 


The Times says that an. incident of a novel character occurred at the 
Bolton Quarter Sessions on Friday. Counsel engaged by the prosecution 
in a case of criminal assault failed to attend, and the borough prosecutor 
himself undertook the case. Mr. Cottingham, who appeared for the de- 
fence, directed the Deputy-Recorder’s attention to the matter, but on an 
explanation being made that the brief had been offered to other members 
of the Bar, who declined to accept it owing to short notice, the solicitor 
was allowed to proceed, the Deputy-Recorder expressing the hope that 
he was not establishing a precedent. The clerk of the peace was unable 
to certify for the solicitor’s fee, and the services rendered by the borough 
prosecutor were thus given free. 


The following notice has been issued in connection with the sittings in 
the Probate and Divorce Court:—Hilary Sittings, 1896.—Probate and 


Matrimonial.—The causes will be taken as follows: Undefended matri- | 


monial causes, on January 11,15, 14, and 15; common jury causes, 
January 16 to February 7, inclusive; probate and defended matrimonial 
causes for hearing before the court itself, February 8 to March 3, inclu- 
sive ; special jury causes, March 4to March 24, inclusive. Common and 
special jury causes set down for trial after the Sittings List is published, 
and which are ready for trial at the time the common and special jury 
causes are taken, will be added to the list. A supplementary list 
of undefended and defended non-jury causes will be taken on and after 
March 25. 


Before proceeding with the business of the Probate and Divorce 
Division at the opening of the sittings, Sir F. Jeune (with whom was Mr. 
Justice Barnes) made a touching reference to the late Mr. Richard Searle. 
His lordship said that he and Mr. Justice Barnes felt that they could not 
begin the work of these sittings without expressing their sorrow at the 
loes of Mr. Searle, which had occurred since the court last sat. Though 
not possessing the more brilliant qualities of advocacy, he was a man who 
maintained a very high place in the ranks of lawyers by his sterling 
qualities, by his complete mastery of the law, and by his intellectual 

ere, which were a combination of great acutenees and great ability, 
and also by his admirable evenness of temper. This court owed very much 
to Mr. Searle for his services for many years as a reporter, and owed 
more to him for his wisdom and his high-minded conduct asa practitioner. 
They all—whether as judges, opponents, or colleagues—owed much to his 
imvariable forbearance and kindness, and they would all for a very long 
time regret this loss. 

The Central Law Journal cites the dissenting opinion of Chief Justice 
Bleckley, of Georgia, in Dilberto v. Harris. The controversy in that case 
was ing a hat lost in a barber’s shop, for which the owner sought to 
hold the barber reeponsible. The Supreme Court, affirming the lower 
court, held that the proprietor of a nusber’s shop kept for public patronage 
is liable to 2 customer for the value of his hat, which was deposited on a 
hat-rack in the shop, and which, while the customer was being shaved, 

from the shop and was thus lost, such proprietor being 

under these facts 2 bailee for hire as to the customer’s hat. Chief 
Justice Bleckicy, however, filed 2 dissenting opinion, in which he said that 
“it hath never happened, from the carliest times to the present, that 
barbers, whe are an ancient order of small craftemen, have been held 
he pe for a mistake made by one customer whereby he taketh the 
of another from the common rack or fhanging place appointed for all 
customers to hang their hate ; this rack “on being in the same room 
in which customers sat to be shaved. The reason is that there is no 
beilment of the hat. The barber hath no exclusive custody 
therect, and the fee for ehaving is too small to compensate him for keeping 
@ servant t watch it. 
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He himzlf could not watch it and at the eame | 
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time shave the owner. Moreover, the value of an ordinary gentlemay, - 
hat is so much, in proportion to the fee for shaving, that to make 
barber an insurer against such mistakes of his customers would be wy. 
reasonable. ‘The loss of one hat would absorb his earnings fora whole 
day, perhaps many days. The barberisa craftsman labouring for Wages, 
not a capitalist conducting a business of trade or trust.’’ 


WARNING TO INTENDING Hovusz Purcuasgrs AND LessEEs.—Before pu. 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined by an Expert from The Sanitary Engineering Co. (Carter Bros.) 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house, 2 guinea: 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Avvr. | P 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette—Frivay, Jan. 10. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luwrep 1n CHANCERY. 

Enauisn_Horse Snow Socizry, Lonrep—Creditors are required, on or before Febyy, 
to send their names and ad , and the particulars of their debts or claims, tj 
Rowland Beevor, Norfolk House, Norfolk st, Strand. Williams & James, Norfolk¢, 
Strand, solors to liquidator 

Sup “ Carryreniti” Co, Liwrrep (1s Votustary Liquiparion) —Creditors are required, 
on or before Feb 13, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their deby 
* claims, to C. W. Corsar, 30, Brunswick-street, Liverpool. Macdonald, Arbroath, 
solor 

Sournern Exrtorers, Luurep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 19, to seni 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred By, 
1, Gray’s inn sq. Munster & Weld, 1, Gray’s inn sq, solors for liquidator 


County Paratixeé or Lancaster. 
| Limrrep in Caanceny. 
Fisner & Rayvati, Liwrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 7, directed toh 
heard at St George’s Hall, Liverpool, on Monday, Jan 20. Slater, Heelis, & Co, Princes 
| st, Manchester, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above name 





| 


not later than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 18 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES. 

| SuspenDED ror THree Monrus. 

| Hanp-1n-Hanp Friznpty Society, Horse and Groom Inn, New Alresford, Hants, 

| Jan7 

| Wipows ayp Orpuans’ Funp, Cuestrarrietp District, 1.0.0.F., M.U., Fass 

Society, 24, Queen st, Chesterfield, Derby. Jan7 

| London Gazette.—Tusspay, Jan. 14. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luurep in CHANCERY. 

Darwen Post Newsrarer Co, Lumrep (1x Liquiparioy)—Creditors are required, on @ 
before Feb 20, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts @ 
claims, to Mr Percy Cowdell Winterton, at Messrs Cunliffes & Co’s Bank, Darwa 
Costeker, Darwen, solor to liquidator 

| Tipperary Gotp Mixt, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 17, to sal 
their names and addressex, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr John Ale 
ander James Shaw, 23, Queen Victoria st. Romer & Haslam, 4, Copthall chbrs, sole 
to liquidator 

Wesrexun Expionens, Liurrev—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 26, to sal 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest Hey 
Saunders, 63, New Broad st. Francis & Johnson, 26, Austinfriars, solor to liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Hoorsenvens’ Paitanrunoric Society, Ship Aground Tavern, Bermondsey, SE. Jans 
| Morrruer Fusenpty Society, Village School, Mortimer, Berks. Jans 


| CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
| Last Day or Ciarm. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 10. 
| Assor?, James, Stretford, Lancaster, Commercial Stationer Feb 2) 


Grundy & Co, Ma 


Air, Evizauet n, King’s Staith, York, Boat Builder Feb12 Atlay Shaftoe, York 


Auspex, Gronce Joux, Green lanes, Stoke Newington, Doctor Jan 25 Upton &G@ 
Austinfriars 
Basey, Sanan, Lound, Suffolk Febs Burton & Sons, Gt Yarmouth 


BicLaxn, Roser, Cartmel, Lancaster, Gent Feb11 Field & Cunningham, Manchesé 

Biav, Many Ayne, Cambridge Feb 12 Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge 

Bowyen, Cuancorre, London rd, Twickenham Feb7 Thrupp & Chidell, New Bond 4 

Covvix, Guouoe, St Giles, Dorset, Gent Feb15 Dibben, Wimborne 

Coox, Grorce, Swinderby, Lincoln, Farmer Feb7 Tweed & Co, Lincoln 

Davies, Eowr Eocan, Bridgend, Glam, Money Broker Feb 14 Morgan, Cardiff 

Davis, 8anau, Maidahill Jan 31 Harrison & Davies, bedford row 

Eueey, Puepeniox, Leighton Bussard Feb 10 Pettit, Leighton Bussard 

| Hoves, James, Stamford hill, Wine Merchant Feb7 Goldberg & Co, Weat st, Fir 
bury circus 

Huser, Evizasern, Haytield, Derby Feb 3 Doyle & Bowden, Manchester 

Huuser, James, Hayfield, Derby, Farmer Feb 3 Doyle & Bowden, Manchester 

Feb & Burton & Son, Gt Yarmouth 

Lickorish & 


Sucker, Manta, Norwich 


Lau none, Hesazinrra, Benwell rd, Holloway March 3 Co, Qué 


ictoria wt 
Laeres, Witisam, Bradford, York, Law Stationer Feb 6 Freeman, Bradford 
Lowe, Berrinus, Wheldrake, York, Exy Feb11 Gray & Dodsworth, York 
Mex, Tuomas, Brentwood, Vesex, Solicitor March 10 Woolley, Gt Winchester wt, we 
Mirenucs, Wissan, Cheltenham, Glos, Gent Feb 10 Griffiths & Co, Cheltenham 
Feb 10 Winterbothams & Guia 





Mouoan, Cuaucvs lesac, Cheltenham, Glos, Grocer 
Cheltenham 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 10. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Aviz, Cuances, Brixton, Builder High Court Pet Nov 14 
Ord Jan 6 

Bamsnioce, Georcr, Griston, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich 
Pet Janz Ord Jan7 

Bricutox, Freperick Witiiam, Gt Ellingham, Norfolk, 
Farmer Norwich Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 8 

CaxesreaD, James, Stratford, Essex, Cigar Merchant High 
Court Pet Dec 14 Ord Jan 6 

Cartwricht, Freperick, Westminster, Law Stationer 

h Court Pet Dec 12 Ord Jan6 

Cugatt, FrepERIcK rey Swanage, Dorset, Painter Poole 
Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 

Cop, 1? JOSEPH, Bexhill, Sussex, Builder Hastings 

Jan6 Ord Jan6 

me. James Henry, Leeds, Manager Leeds Pet Jan 
6 Ord Jan 6 

dn ee Leeds, Shoe Manufacturer Leeds Pet Jan 


Dagny, a, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet Jan 6 Ord 


Jan 

Dvcrog, - McFaruane, Dartmouth, Grocer Plymouth 
Pet Jan8 Ord Jan8 

Euuas, Rowianp, areie. * eee Bootmaker Wrexham 
Pet Dec 17 Ord J 

Esxaett, GeorGE, cote upon Hull, Builder’s Fore- 
man Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan4 Ord Jan6 

Fizrcuer, Henry Hore Leicu, Denton, Lancs Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Dec 31 Ord Jan6 

Gairrita, Rosert, Groeslon, Carnarvon Bangor Pet 
Jan7 Ord Jan 7 

Hapizy, Epwarp Bretuerton, Wandsworth Common, 
Gent Wandsworth PetJan4 Ord Jan4 

Hansson, Joun Grorce, Stockton on Tees, Baker Stock- 
tononTees Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 

Hepers, Davip, Walsall, Staffs, Meat Salesman Walsall 
PetJan3 Ord Jan3 

Heprst, WALTER ym Plymouth, Baker Plymouth 
Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 7 


Hussey, Henry Ricuarp, Tottenham, Tailor Edmonton | 
Pet Dee 6 


rd Jan6 


as mer, Glam, Baker Cardiff Pet | 


Jan 
ies Heyry, Tonbridge, Kent, Nurseryman Tunbridge 


onl Pet Jans Ord Jan’ 

pd, Jouw Leonanp, Kingston u . ae, Clerk Kings- 
ton upon Hull et Jan7 O 

Lawonsy, Jonn, Keswick, kaiek: Solicitor’s Clerk 
Cockermouth Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 6 

Larry, Wittiam Groner, Cardiff, Auctioneer Cardiff Pet 
Jan8 Ord Jan 8 


Manpon, Jane, te, Kent, Lodging House Keeper 
Canterbury Pet an8 Ord Jan8 
McManus, Tuomas, Waterloo, Lancs, Dairyman Liver- 


pool Pet Jané Ord Jang 
Mircuett, SamurgL, Perranzabuloe, Cornwall, Miller 
Pet Jan6 Ord Jan 6 
Naruan, M 8, Rochester rd, Camden rd, Picture Dealer 
High Court Pet Oct 10 Ord Jans 
a — Plymouth, Naturalist Plymouth Pet 


my Harriet Lov ui, Cardiff, Hat Dealer Cardiff 
PetJan7 Ord J 

Puaraon, Josep Joux, Oxford, Farmer Oxford Pet 
Jan 6 Ord Jan 6 

Poxox, Hyua pot Brownhills, Staffs, Harness Maker 
Walsall Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 4 

Ricuarps, Henry, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester 

lumber Manchester Pet Dec 16 Ord Jan 7 
Russet, Tuomas, Stone, nr Spoemtitihe, Kent, Farmer 
ester Pet Jans Ord Jan 8 

Siursox, Jawz, Newcastle on ae] Costumier Newocastle 
onTyne Pet Jan7 Ord J; 

Swate, Jou, Barlby, Yorks, . York Pet Jan 7 
Ord Jan 7 


Tirugnineton, James Sransrietp, Haslingden, Lanes, 
W er burn Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 7 

ILKINsoN, Howarp, Wimborne, Dorset, Engineer Poole 

Dec 30 Ord Jan 

ba jous Tuomas, York, Fruiterer York Pet Jans 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the Lon- | 
as amended by notice in the | 


don Gazette of Dec. 17, 
Gazette of Dec. 27 : — 


ek, Bensamin, Pemestan, Cloth Agent Manchester | 


Pet Nov 20 Ord Deo 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Banton, enouas, Leicester, Joiner Jani7 at 12.90 Of 
By » Berridge st, Leicester 
se TLLIAM, Neweustle on Tyne, Plumber Jan 22 
“12 Off Reo, Pink lane, Newoastle on Tyne 


Dyanpor, Wizssas, Wallis’s yd, Buckingham Palace rd Feb 19 Rollit & Sons, Mark 

Rat Hitt, Allesley, Warwick, Esq Feb14 Kirby & Sons, Coventry 

ry Any, Old Charlton, Kent Feb10 Duke, Gresham st 

Psnoeval, ANNA JANE, Lowndes st Feb 29 Young & Co, St Mildred’s court, Poultry 

Anrsur Hotianp, Hednesford, Stafford Feb15 Plant, Swansea 

prescott, CAROLINE Mary, Esher, Surrey Feb 12 Wickings & Co, Lincoln’s inn 

sian Saves, Madley, Hereford, Farmer Jan31 Wallis, Hereford 

z, CaLEB, Ipswich, Physician Feb10 Aldridge & Co, Bedford row 

Resp, Exiza, Helperby, York Feb14 Hirst & Capes, Boroughbridge 

— Ropert, Half Moon st, Piccadilly, Hotel Proprietor Feb 24 Stacpoole & Co 
d Bi 


D8, < Epwakrp, Sandbach, Chester Feb 18 Gibbons & Arkle, Liverpool 
Scutoss, Davip Putte, Manchester, Merchant Feb 29 Hinde & Co, Manchester 


Liverpool 
tae Cuar.es, Elberton 
earsey & Co, Old Jewry 


Veryon, Taomas, Leicester, 





inn sq 








Bunyett, Octavius W B, London Wall Jan 17 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Cuapman, Cuarves, St Leonards on Sea, Dairyman Jan 
dgs, Hastings 
Couen, JoserH Faxemay, Gt St Helen’s, Coalbroker Jan 
17 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bids, mee og st 
we Exus, Glynneath. 7 mmnaned Jan 21 at 
Coop, Josaua, * Bradford, Yorks, les 
or row, B ‘ord 
Coorsn, BExsaMin, er, Cloth t Jan 17 at 
ester 
Ont James Henry, Jan20ati12 Off 
row, 
Crosstry, Evizazets, Birkdale, Lancs Jan 21 at2 Off 
DanovE, Joux, Widdrington, Northumbrid, Miner Jan 27 
at 1 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle vu Tyne 
Bina a a Draper Jan 17 at ll Off 
Eskrert, Gzorce , Kingston aneme Hull, Builder’s Foreman 
Jan 17 at 11 “Ott Rec, Trinity House lane, Hull 
ey oe mien may — Broker Jan 20 at 12 
Seaman nt Hupsow, "Goaden 
noe ,Clerk Jani7 at11.30 24, Railway app, London 
ri 
12 Queen’s Hotel, 
Garpam, Joun Briaes, ee hock Maker Jan 20 at 11.30 
Court house, Northallerton 
, Licensed Victualler Jan 17 
at12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Uhester 
Harmer, Cuarwes, Chalk Farm rd, Grocer Jan 21 at 2.30 
Bankru; bldgs, Carey st 
m Russell, Dorsetshire, 


27 at 12 Young & Son, Bank bi 
Queen st, 
Jan 20 at 11 Off | 
Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, 
Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liv 
Ree, 4, Queen st, Cai 
1, Alexandra 
rd, East Hill, Wands- 
idge 
Shennan’ Wa ter, Swallowfield, Berks, Baker Jan 20 at 
Haren, Hovpen, Llandudno. 
y “ 
Heppirca, Cuarves Jou, Kingsto’ 





Jan 17 at 11.30 Antelope Hotel, Dor- 
chester 
Hitt, Taomas, Wolverhampton, Grocer Jan 20 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 


Horserietp, WiLLiam waRp, Preston, Lancs, Over- 
ker Jan 17 at 3.30 Off Rec, 14, Uhapel st, Pres- 


loo! 
ton 

Sree, Gomes, Manchester, Provision Merchant 
Jan 17 at 3 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

InGLEBY, atl Fewston, Yorks, Innkeeper Jan 20 at 11 
Off , 22, row, Leeds 

JongEs, —_ ae Flints Jan 17 at ll 
ep ig rs, ite row, Chester 

Kine, Joun Hupson, South Gosforth, ag sm 
mission t Jan 27 at 11 Off Rec, Pink lane, 
Newcastle on Tyne 

Kyow.es, Wituiam Henry, Halifax, Insurance Agent 
Jan 20at11 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Leuty, Joun Henry Cuanp, Gt St Helens Jan 21 at ll 


Livertt, ym eg ew my Lime st — Shipbroker Jan 
2latill Bankruptcy bidgs, Care’ 

Lorrsouss, Oswaup, St Marry yond , om Agent 
Jan 21 at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Norman, Frepericx Gasman South Shields, Photographer 
Jan 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on 


; Me ool 

Agent Jan 2] at 11 Off Rec 29 Queen st, 

Pixcuseck, Kent, York bidgs, 
22 at 11 ptey Carey st 

Ricuarps, Grores, Tenby, Pembrokeshire, Innkeeper 
Jan 18 at 12.30 Off Ree, 4 Queen st, 

Row.ayp, Louis Wii, Tail 
Off Reo, 22, Park row, gy SS 


=e 13 os eae at seri Outfitter Jan | 


Tay a to Het, Serouhae D Draper Jan 20 at 12 
The Castle, Exeter 
Tuomas, Faanors, ag Aberdare, Glam., Tailor 


Jan l7at2 65 
Tooze, ARTAUR 


iit. a; Law 





one at 2.30 Off Reo, M4, Railway app, 

ri 

Wakes, Beyyamiyn Barry, .Crosby sq, Shipbrokers Jan 21 
atll Bankruptoy bi Carey 


| = Jossra, Wol Licensed Victualler 
atll Of Reo, eg me my 
Wa hey Isragu, Helmshore, Lancs, Yarn Agent Feb Sat | 
2 County Court House, Blackburn 
Wuarwan, Witttam James, Peasmarsh, Sussex, Parmer | 
Jan2lat2 George , Rye 
| Wunarcey, Hexry Pouss, Gt St Helen's, Oil Merchant 
Jan 2latll Bankruptoy bi Carey st 
Ae Amos, Newport » Veterinary — 
Surgeon JanlS at 12.90 County “Court bldaes, North- 


Wooproock, Rosexr eo 
Jan 20 at11.30 Court Hl 


Tyne 
Nycanprr and Syopoum, St -wrenes s hill Jan 22 at 12 | 
Cardiff 
—_ ‘Arehivest Jan | 


Carmarthen | 
or Jan 17 at 11 


n, Yorks, Coal Agent | 
oie, Worihallertan i 





Stave, Soria, Maidstone, Kent Feb9 Ellis, Maidstone 
Srrvexson, Joux, Cheltenham, Glos, Esq Feb 10 Winterbothams & Gurney, 
Cheltenham 


Scapen, Saran, Keighley, York Feb8 Wright & Waterworth, Keighley 
Trees, Wixuiam, Windhill, nr Bradford, Yorks, Gent Feb 10 Morgan & Morgan, 


Sewenn RANCIS Micasan, Liverpool, Cotton Merchant Feb 29 Batesons & Co, 


New West End, Finchley rd, Hampstead, Esq Feb 10 


Urrox, = sana Apsley a Acton Feb 22 Withers & Withers, Arundel st, 


Tailor Feb14 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 


Warers, Susay, Falmouth, Cornwall Feb13 Paige & Grylls, Redruth, Cornwall 
WIi1kEs, — ~ yd Crowle, Worcester, Baker Jan 25 Wilks & Wilks, The Malt House, 
Crow 


e 
Woopp, Basit Tuomas, Knaresborough, York, Esq Feb 8 


Perkins & Weston, Gray’s 


Wericut, Jons Taomas, Patmore st, Battersea, Tarner 
Jan 17 at 12 24, Railway app, London Bridge 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bampripce, Georce, Griston, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich 
Pet Jan6é Ord Jan7 
| Bracxsury, Josian, and Tsomas Davesrort, Halifax, 
Halifax Dec 18 Ord Jan 4 
Bariwetanp, Tuomas, Dartford, Kent, Provision Merchant 
Rochester Pet Nov 30 Ord Jan8 
CaxesreaD, James, Stratfo Essex, Cigar Merchant 
Pet Dec 14 Ord Jan6 
Cavrcn, Harney nae — o> st, Teddington, Printer 
Surrey Pet Dec6 Ord Jan 7 
Crargke, Ricnarp Leicester, Bt erent, Dalston, 
= Victualler High Court Pet Dee 13 Ord 
Jan 





—— wee Faeemas, Gt St Helens, Coalbroker High 
Pet Nov2 Ord Jan8 
Coun Wt Wiuiam Joseps, Bexhill, Sussex, Builder Hastings 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jan6 
| Corntert, James Henry, Leeds, Manager Leeds Pet 
Jan6 Ord Jan6 : 
Crosstey, Euizasers, Birkdale, Lancs Liverpool Pet 
| Nov30 Jan6 


Pet 
— Lewis, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet Jan6 Ord 
6 
es McFartane, Dartmouth, Grocer Plymouth 
7 


Ord Jan 8 
E.1as, Rowiayp, Ruthin, Denbigh, Bootmaker Wrexham 
Pet Dee 1 


0 Ord Jan8 ¥ 
Esxeert, Georcez, 2 Hull, Builder's Foreman 
Kingston upon Hi Pet Jan1 Ord Jané 
Fe.iows, Eanest, Swansea, M Broker 5 Pet 
Dee 18 Ord Jan8 
Gairrits, Rossrt, Goeslon, : —\ formerly Farmer 
Pet Jan? Ord Jan? 
Hansson, Joun Gaenen, Madenos Tees, Baker Stock- 
ton on i an 7 «rd 
Jan7 


Hawerss, Tomas Hanzaey, Cardiff, Outfitter Neath Put 
Decl16 Ord Jan7 

Hepers, Davin, y= lepers Salesman Walsall 
Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 

Hepret, Wares Jcsera, Piymouth, Baker Plymouth 

~ otey 1d ae 
GN’ 1u1aM Tuomas, Twyning, Glos Cheltenham 
Pet Dee 31 Ord 


Jan 7 
Horrsr, Joun Joseps, Grocer Neweastle on 
Pet Dec 19 Ord Jan7 
Ine.anp, Manx, and Frayx Inecanp, Horsham, Plumbers 
Pet Dec 19 Ord Jan7 
es —. ome, Glam, Baker Cardiff Pet 
an 
| — > See Traveller Aberyst- 


Jure, Hexey, Teabeidge, Nurseryman Tunbridge Wells 
Pet Janz? Ord Jan8$ 





Kipp, Jous Leoxagp, Kingston upon Hull, Clerk Kings- 
ten upon Hull Pet Jan 6 Ord Jan 7 

Lirscoms, Lours Hunsy, Bank rd, Walthamstow, 
Builder High Court Pet 2 Ord Jans 

| Marpoy, Jays, i Canterbury Jan 
S$ Ord Jan8 . : 

MoManvs, Tuomas, Waterloo, Lancs, Dairyman Liver- 

| pool PetJané Ord Jan 6 

Mrrcustz, Sauvat, Cornwall, Miller Truro 

| PetJan4 Ord Jané 

Paneth, Speens Naturalist Plymouth Pet Jan 


an 

Pansy, Hanarer Lovrsa, Cardiff, Hat Dealer Cardiff? 
PetJan7 Ord JanT 

| Paaraon, pg Jous, Oxford, Farmer Oxford Pet 


Ricaargps, Hexay, Chorlton on Medlock, 

| Plumber Manchester Pet Deelé Ord Jan $ 

| Suupson, Janz, Neweastle an Tyne, Costumier Neweastle 

| en Tyme Det Jamt Ord Jan? 

| Sura, Roasat Ow 
High Court Pet Nor 9 Jan $ 

| Srannow, Auasar, Swi Lincs, Farmer Boston 

W Ord Jan? 


hea ~ Barby, Yorks, Farmer York Pet Jaa Tt 


Trraearverox, James Srawarreco, 
Woolstapler Blackbara eee Jan t 
| Warre, Wiriam, Wisdech St Peter, Camda, Auctioneer 
‘s Pet Nor 3 Ord Jan € 
“ Waaew oun Tuomas, York, Fruiverer York Bet Jaa § 
Ord Jan S 











RO, Licensed Victualler ~ 
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London Gasette.-—TvusspaY, Jan. 14, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Askew, Joux, Stainton, nr Kendal, Westmrid, Innkeeper 
Kendal Pet Janil Ord Jan il 

Baxainetos, Faepericx Gopraiep, Jewry st, West Indian 
Merchant High Court Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 

Brees, Eowarp Wiii1am, Ryde, lof W, Fruiterer New- 
port PetJansS Ord Jans 

Bort, Taomas, Pelsall, Staffs, Farmer Walsall Pet Jan 

11 Ord Jan ll 

Brapsvcx, James, Gt Yarmouth, Fruiterer Gt Yarmouth 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 

Braxert, Eowrs, Dorchester, Solicitor Dorchester Pet 
Jan1 Ord Jan 10 

Cooxs, —_ and Aturrep Ciayrsox, Aldershot, 
Butchers Guildford Pet Janil Ord Janll 

Corps, Faaxx, Walsall, Grocer Walsall PetJansS Ord 


Jan 8 

Dawsos, Wruitam, Bradford, Manchester, Labourer 

Pet Jan il Ord Jan ll 

Eeapono, Hanzy, Peterborough, Northampton, Whole- 
sale Fish Curer Peterborough Pet Jan 10 Ord 
Jan 10 

Faayxtrs, Heyer Morrmes, Lancaster Gate, Hyde Park, 

Agent High Court Pet Dec 21 Ord Jan 10 

Parez, F W, Queen Anne Mansions, Westminster, Archi- 

tect Bigh Court Pet Dec 2) Urd Jan3 


Giearss, Cunrstorses Wiitiam, Southend on Sea, Green- 
grocers Assistant Chelmsford Pe: Jan 8 Ord 
Jans 

Gaeove, Joss Wniiax, Arabim rd, Brockley, Grocers 
Assistant Gre-nowien Pet Janu 10 Ord Jan 10 

Haaer, Rozret, Drnas Powis, Glam, Farmer Cardiff 
Pe Janll Ord Jan ll 


Hawees, Saucer, Kathooole avenue, Hornsey, Lime Mer- 
PaJan4 Urd Jan w 


Hesprusoxs, Fueprzscx Sawce:, cundetiand, Skirt Manu- 













fectarer Sunderland Pet Jan i) Ord Jan 10 

Hexexas, Heset Dexres, Finsbury circus, Land Agent 
High (x et Uct lo Ord Jan 10 

Hrsos, * enallg Middlesb boroug®, Yorks, Boot Maker 
Stockton on Tees Pet Jans Urd Jan 8 

Jacesos, Wiliam Geanax, Epsom, Surrey Croydon 
Pa Nov2? Ord Jan? 

Joussos, Cuazies, jun, Chatham, Kent, Contractor 

: Paden? Ord Jan? 

Kisc, Jous Geowcz, Worthing, Builder Brighton Pet 
Dee 31 Ord Jan 9 

Lama, Dasizw Bnswol, Confectioner Bristol Pet Jan 10 
Ord Jaz } 

Lawersce, Geosst. Bilston, Stais . Licensed Victualler 
War novea #8] Pa z Jan 9 

Moswsas, Peecs 





mE Re ’ g 
Noss, Nezex: ~“ & ¥. ermouth, Coachbuilder 





mouth PeJanii Ord Jan ii 

Ocpars, Woias Beiper, Dery, Lacemecd Victualler Derby 
Pa Jan 7 TS Jan 4 

Preer. Wasax Braswn Norfolk, Iumkesper Norwich 
Pa dezli Ord 

Proves, Peasx. barmingham, Grocer Hirmingham Pet 
Jama? Orc Jan? 

Evustios, Hazer Aterer. Cowes, 1 W, Schoolmaster 
Newport PaOn zl Uridan+ 

Srasces, Zosert. Bury Laue, Hat Manufactars Bolton 
Pe. Jen io nae Jani 

Taovcer, Grosse Wiuitsxn, Gorton, Manchester, Iron 
Ture Someta Paden Ord Jan 


Vavosas, Wucies Pisceer, AdDoramen, Aderdare, Glam, 
er Faek AberGace Peden vri Jaen 
Vosetc. Josetzes. & Leomerce, Sussex, Groot Hae 
mugs Padext Ori det 
Waters. Arraevse Cestizs, Wiekbhem. Hants 
oo Paewewuk Pa dea W (ori Jes 
Woucer, Wusier Eov ses, Comps ri, 
wee Bag Court jum Ord dand 
Weseer, Srerecs, Biruaughem, Trac Acoountest B- 
minghes Pet ee Zl Used Jed 
Amma wir sui ie et puvusnes is the Loo 
jus eases of Orn 15 
Max, Pee: wotetien L-rvypemare 
vetoes Ont It 3 
Ameeiet wus suv fu tae puvibel ws tie Loo 
Gus Guseme of Lect 2 
Baewswsce Besser. Bore, Suseex. Seuttary 


Bagimam (sc Bor & 


Irvumen- 


Hore Fore- 


Pad 


Autivesca Chew 


laspotvsr 


FiZeT MELTISGet 
sweet, Ege sew, bertgewt. Giese, F oruare 
ae OF Ex. fue a, Cort 
Recunavvet, Zomvures Tee.ew rer, Merve Cllege, Oriort 
Seas Jee Bet Bewkrugeey vider, Cores oO 
Baempeswt, Gavesr, Grutem, Borivic. Vermeer Jee 72 et 
2 8 Ben, +. Khang &., Dorwrts 
‘ Corueeet, daa, ot. Deer Jen 2 et 11D) 
ttn Vouk in, Reweatioe ws I yx 

Ses, Frase Bese, Harumi, vans hyo. Jen 
Bem B, maser ve, armages 

Beavrses F coveesn Win. Gre. Vigne. Bethe 
Facmn tm Baetw SE ter, tage. herwek 


Dealer JB 


Beres bevreew. Graage 6, termes bee 16 ot 11 
Rewnruye) whys (eer) . 

seth, Taetem Lanes, Seetive wma, liar 
Lucu + wide beth e729) keomnsvy ey vila 
(ery €. 

Cums Correcrrner Ce. Tie Paty , tals 


kum saath 12 tenlneuyiry Whee, ary # 


Kore eman, Danes, aed, ta ba eae 8 ten 
DS wwre @. ont 
hve rw. Bave vtrty mds, “attr lama sae tH ot 


MH Law Cre, Rew 6. ftv vuge 
Kear, bvns, Wham, a Wretttas, W wrdveatiban 
Simameh Vitel ba Bw 155 Nalin tess 


Atl A fot> 
SP icemmn, Grrmet, Tew tenwy, Kent, Vermun 406 01 
kathy Vong & , retin hogy, Bnthonys 





GairrirH, Humpneety, Pwilheli, Carnarvon, Gardener Jan 
22 at 12 Hotel, Portmadoc 

Hiecs, Epwarp Mittwaxp, Stourbridge, Staffs, Beerhouse 
Keeper Jan 2lat2 Talbot Hotel, Stourbridge 

Hussey, Henry*Ricnarp, T , Tailor Jan 22 at 3 
Off Ree, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Inevayp, Marx, and Franx Iretanp, Horsham, Sussex, 
Plumbers Jan 28at2 King’s Head Hotel, Horsham 

InonmonGer, Tomas, Birmingham, Fruit Salesman Jan 
24at11 23, Colemore row, Birmingham 

Jounson, Cuarues, the Hocal tichon ——e Contractor 
Jan 27 at 10.30 Bull 

Joxzs, Artuur, Liverpool, Clerk i 22 at12 Off Rec, 
35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Kear Waren Wituam, Gresham st, Solicitor Jan 23 at 

Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
eunen Jaye, Ramsgate, Kent, Lodging House Keeper 
an24at9 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Sans. SaMvgL, Perranzabuloe, Cornwall, Miller Jan 
21 at 12.30 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Natsanx, Micnart Samvet, Rochester rd, Camden Town, 
joa Dealer Jan 23 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Cc 

Duma 34 Loutsa, Cardiff, Hat Dealer Jan 23 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Pearse, Harry Gasxiva, Sunningdale, Berks, Grocer 
Jan 21 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Russe.t, Taomas, Stone, nr Greenhithe, Kent, Farmer 
Jan 27 at 11 Bull Hotel, Rochester 

Suiiicock, THomas, Birmingham, Shoe Manufacturer Jan 
22ati2 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Swate, Jouy, arlby, Yorks, Farmer Jan 21 at 1230 Off 
Rec, 28, Stonegate, Yor 






Tsorps, Crem, Chislehurst, Kent, Bootmaker Jan 22 at 
12.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Totter, Eomucxo. Blockhouse, Worcester, Innkeeper 


Jan 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 
WHiteHovss, SamMvUgsL, Oldham, Lancs, Bricksetter Jan 
21 atil Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Queen st, Oldham 
Werace, Joux Taomas, York, Fruiterer Jan 22 at 12.30 

Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Assew, Jous, Stainton, nr —. Westmorld, Innkeeper 
Kendal Pet Jan7 Ord Jaol 

Bices, Eowarpo Witiiam. Ryde. Tot w, Fruiterer 
portand Ryde PetJané Ord Jan8 

Bzaapscm, James, Gt Yarmouth, Fruiterer Gt Yarmouth 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jang 

Baicutos, Frepezice Wiiuam, Gt Ellingham, Norfolk, 
Farmer Norwich Pet Dec 28 Ord Jang 

on? = Tazopoze, Worthing Rrighton Pet Nov27 Ord 


Daviss, Seton: omeiaiaen, Draper Pembroke Dock 
Pet Dec i2 Ord Jans 

Eccpono, Harzer, Peterborough, Game Dealer Peter- 
borough Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 10 

Gazpisez, Fuayx, St on Sea Hastings Pet 
Dee 31 Ord Jan 10 

Giceise, Cuerstoruee WitLi14M, Southend on Sea, Green- 

« Assistant Chelmsford Pet Jan8 Ord Jan8 

Gaoveg, 5 Sat Wittram, Brockley rd, Kent, Grocer’s 
Assistant Greenwich Pet Jen 10 Ord Jan 10 

Hexvrxusos, Feepezice Sauce, 5 Skirt 
facturer Sunderland Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 11 

Hr, Jase, and Avexaspee Cuatceorr, Aldershot, Coal 

Guildford Pe Dee 2 Ord Jan7 

Heeser,Hesex bic “ry Tottenham, Tailor Edmonton 
Pea DeeS5 Ord Jan 

Hreos, Witisan, Middlesborough, York, Boot Maker 


New- 


u- 


Merchaut« 


Middlesborough Pet Jans UrdJan& 

Jouxsos, Cuazizs, jun, Chatham, Kent, Contractor 
Rochester Pet Jan 9 Ord Jan9 

Joussox, Lrota, Melbourne, Derby, Baker Derby Pet 
Dee iz Ord Jan 11 

Joses, Azruve, Stoneycroft, Liverpool,Clerk Liverpool 
Peat Dee 2) Ord Jan 11 

Larry, Wiustau Georct, Cardiff, Auctioneer Cardiff Pet 
Jan’ Ord Jané 


Laweesce, Groucn, Bilston, Staffs, Licensed Victualler 
Wolverhampton Pa Jan 9 Ord Janili 


Lest, Jsuxe, Solibull, Warwick, Draper Birmingham 


Pa Novis Ord Jang 
Mowas , Pex ‘; rook, Birmingham, Grocer Bir- 
Pa Jang Ord Jan 11 
Nat BAS, Micusee Gamver, Gueen Victoria wt, Picture 


Dealer High Court Pa Ot Ww Ord Jang 

Noes, Airzev, Shipley, Yorks, Overlooker Bradford 
P4 Dec iz Ord Jan 

Noes, Newextan, Gt Yarmouth, Coachbuilder Gt Yar- 
mouth Padanii Ord Jan ii 

Couns, Wissen, Bayer, Dertvyshire, Licensed Victualler 
Derby PaAdan7 Ori Jaa 10 

Pee, Ewursv, TaAlow, Cambridgeshire, Varmer Bedford 


Pa Bovis Ord Jan 9 

Peeer, Wissen, breton, Nortchk, lunkeeper Norwich 
Pa sen ii Ori tsen i 

BRecouror, lesat, Goismon Besntos, Wittsan Kuentron, 
James Bhat Beoutos, 204 Gauroos Keouros, brad- 
toad, Yorwsr Irontounders Wrattord Pa De 41 
Ort Jan 4 

keasest, Guess, Tenby, Paabrokeshire, Innkeeper 
Vemrte Dx VA lee WH Ura Jang 

tustn, tivent, Thaity «4, Towa Hill, Merchant Uigh | 
(wut Fa Deis Orb Jeng | 

Orescrs, Krewe, ary, Lanes, at Manutadasa bolton | 
Ye den Orisa | 

Vete8et, Wissen Vinnnnr, Avereman, Aberdare, Giam | 
titania hivtbase Vaden Ora dan Ww 

Views poset, 7 Lemerte om tea, Grd Uan- 
mage KA but On denis 

Wenewn, Amrnexn Onseinma, Witham, Wants, leom- 
moma Vormmunth a dan ig O16 Jan Vi 

W eivnset, Jvonrn Mines, Nata 14, » ite 
yee hygvant VAUdU Ohdend 

Wn, Wits lard rsa, Wi ws, Vawen v4, 

Vn, Nome vomen Bigh Cour Vea Jon ) 

(4 40h 4 

Yesrws, nee ©, mmm &, Werte Nigh Cort 
YA Rw wm HA 4G > 
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application be made direct to the Publisher, 

Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which jn. 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Pog. 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrappe, 
26s. ; by Post, 288. SoxiciToRs’ Journat, 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volumes boun 








at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., halt law calf, 
5s 6d. 


THE BURLINGTON CLASSES. 


LAW EXAMINATIONS 


(BAR, SOLICITORS, UNIVERSITIES). 
Principal: Mun. J. C HARLES TON, B.A. (Law Honouy 
Oxon and Lx mndon). 

Tutors: A Number or Hicu-ciass Honours Gravvargs 
BARRISTERS, AND SPRCIALISTS. 
Preparation in small Clusses and by Correspondence, 
Individual attention throughout. 


Thorough Private Tuition in any branch. 
Address: Tue Principat, Burvixeron Ciasses, 
27, CHANCERY-LANE, We. 


AW. —Wanted, by a Solicitor who has 

just completed his Articles, a Clerkship, with or 

without a view to Partnership ; Common Law preferred,— 
E. A. D., King’s Library, Alton, Hants. 


QOLICITOR, (age 26) requires Engagement 
WI as Managing’ or Conveyancing Clerk in a Londo 
Office.—Address, A. D., ‘Solicitors’ Journal’’ Office, 47, 
Chancery-lane. 


\ ANTED, in a Solicitor’s Office in ap 
Agricultural District in the West of England, s 
thoroughly competent Managing Clerk, able to act without 
supervision. This business, which is extensive. is chiefly 
Conveyancing and Estate Management.—Apply, stating 
age, references, and salary required, to B., Messrs. Coode, 
Kingdon, & Cotton, 34, Bedford-row, W.C. 
ADVANCES ON MORTGAGE AT FIVE PER 
CENT. INTEREST. 
T=. BIRKBECK BUILDING SOCIETY 
repar-d to make Advances on approved FREE 
HOLD oa LEASEHOLD HOUSES and SHOPS, al» 
on LICENSED HOUSES, repayable in one sum or by 
any ments, without’ notice. —Apply to Frasce 
Ravenscrort, Manager, Birkbeck Bank, "nouthamelae 
buildings, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1851. 


BIRKBECK BANE 


, Chancery-lane, London, 


TWO-AND-A-HALF oe CENT. INTEREST allowed 
on DEPOSITS, repayable on demand. 

TWO per CENT. on CURRENT ACCOUNTS, on the 
minimum monthly , when not drawn below £106. 

STOCKS and SHARES purchased and sold. 














SAVINGS DEPARTMENT. 
Por the t of Thrift the Bank receives anal 
sums on deposit, and allows Interest monthly on ad 
completed £1. 





BIRKBECK BUILDING SOCIETY. 
HOW TO PURCHASE A HOUSE 
YOR TWO GUINEAS PER MONTH. 
BIBKBECK FREEHOLD LAND SOCIETY. 
HOW TO PURCHASE A PLOT OF LAND 
VOR VIVE SHILLINGS PER MONTH. 


The BIRKBECK ALMANAOCK, with full 
post free. VRANCIS KAVENSCROFT, 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Add MAKERS. 


BY SYROIAL APPOINTMENT 
the Lor? Chancellor, the Whole of 


tu Her Majesty 
Judtoal Beush, Corporation of London, &. 


AOKKS YORK QUBEN'H COUNSEL AND HAMMINTEMS, 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNG, 
Law Wige and Gowns tor legistrars, 
Clerks, and Oleorks of the Peace, 


Umpor ition lobes, Undveraity and Olergy Gown 
MATABLISHML Low. 


91, CHANUBRY LANE, LONDOS, 
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